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SPECIAL SENATE INVESTIGATION ONj CHARGES AND 
COUNTERCHARGES INVOLVING: SECRETARY OF THE 
ARMY ROBERT T. STEVENS, JOHN G. ADAMS, H. STRUVE 
HENSEL AND SENATOR JOE McCARTHY, ROY M. COHN, 
AND FRANCIS P. CARR 


(The minutes of the executive session of the Senate Permanent Subcommittee 
on Investigations held on March 16, 1954, were made public by the members of 
the subcommittee on May 12, 1954, and follow below:) 


TUESDAY, MARCH 16, 1954 


Untrrep S7ares SENATE, 
PERMANENT SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS OF THE 
COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met at 10:30 a. m., pursuant to notice, in execu- 
tive session, in room 357 of the Senate Office Building, Senator Joseph 
R. McCarthy (chairman of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, Wisconsin; 
Senator Karl E. Mundt, Republican, South Dakota; Senator Everett 
McKinley Dirksen, Republican, Illinois; Senator Charles E. Potter, 
Republican, Michigan ; Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkan- 
sas; Senator Henry M. Jackson, Democrat, Washington; and Senator 
Stuart Symington, Democrat, Missouri. 

The CuarrMan. The committee will be in order. 

This committee meeting was called at the request of Senator Potter 
to go into the subject of the matter of our chief counsel and legal 
counsel for the Army, Mr. Adams. I am inclined to think that I 
should not sit as chairman during any of the discussions of this, 
because I frankly have been going into this for months, and I have 
made up my mind, and I am convinced that Cohn exerted no pressure 
to get any special consideration; and I am convinced that Adams, 
with perhaps no evil intent at all, tried to pressure both the staff and 
the chairman out of continuing the investigation of subversives in 
the Army. 

I think the committee may consider me a necessary witness if you 
decide to hold hearings on this, and for that reason, if there are no 
ebjections, I will appoint the next senior Republican as the acting 
chairman during any consideration of the Cohn-Adams matter. Is 
that agreeable to ever ‘ybody ? 

In that case, Senator Mundt, will you take the chair? 

(At this point Senator Mundt assumed the chair.) 

Senator Munpr. Senator Dirksen ? 

Senator Dirksen. Do you want all of this discussion on the record ? 
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Senator McCiexian. I think so, and I would put everything on the 
record. We have a thing here of sufficient national interest that 1 
think then you can refer to the record if somebody says, “Well, I 
didn’t understand it that way, or this way.” I think, gentlemen, it is 
well to have a record of it. 

Senator Munpr. Could we have an understanding that the record 
will not be released short of a majority vote of the subcommittee / 

Senator McCietian. All I am thinking of is that you get these mis 
understandings, and let us try to avoid it. 

Senator Munpr. I agree. 

Senator McCiettan. That is the only thing I want the record for. 

Senator Munpr. Are we all agreed that the record will be kept by 
the reporter, but will not be re les ased to the press without a majority 
vote of our subcommittee / 

Senator McCLeLLaANn. I so move. 

Senator Porrer. Second the motion. 

Senator Munpr. Without objection, that motion will prevail 
unanimously, 

May your temporary chairman express the hope that whatever 
decisions we make in this regard, because the charges and counter 
charges are pretty serious, that we endeavor to do our best to arrive 
at a unanimous decision how we proceed, because I think the country 
will be very unhappy, and the public interest would not be well served 
if we arrive at a lot of split decisions on matters of veracity and 
matters of this significance. 

Now, Senator Potter 

Senator Porrer. What I am saying is this: That during the past 
week some serious charges were made by the Army concerning cer 
tain members of our staff upon which, if true, the committee would 
have to take, I believe, immediate action. However, if they are not 
true, the facts should be brought to the attention of the Secretary of 
Defense and action should be taken in the Department of the Army. 
The only way we can effectively and honestly report to the American 
peop le the truth i is to get the facts in the case. 

That is the reason I asked for an executive session, so that the com 
mittee can assume its responsibility rather than to have statements 
made hither and yon, and to assume the responsibilities we have as 
individual Senators 

If the charges are not true, in all justice to Mr. Cohn and other mem- 
bers of the staff, the public should know that. If they are true, then 
the committee has a responsibility to clean its own house. That is 
the purpose of calling for the hearing, and I am happy that we are 
meeting on it today. IT think that it is a question which we cannot 
prolong. We have got to meet it, and to meet it head-on. 

Senator McCartuy. May I make my position absolutely clear, if 
the committee were convinced that any member of the staff tried to 
get special consideration for anyone in the military, while we are in 
vestigating the military, that would be grossly improper conduct, and 

uch staff member would of necessity have to be removed. I just want 
to make my position clear. 

The reason I have taken the position that I have is because I have 
been a part of this, and I have watched it develop, and I am firmly 
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convinced that there was no attempt to get any special consideration 
for Mr. Schine. 

That is up to every member of the committee to decide after they 
have gone into all of the facts thoroughly. 

Senator Porrer. I would like to make this further suggestion, Mr. 
Chairman, and I do not know whether t is necessary or not, but if 
for this particular hearing it is necessary to have outside counsel, I 
would suggest we consider counsel from the Department of Justice 
on a loan basis; and possibly, if investigators are needed, to secure 
a couple of investigators from the FBI. Thatismy suggestion. Iam 
offering that, not as a motion, but as a suggestion to be discussed by 
the members. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair hopes that we can proceed for a while 
on the basis of offering suggestions rather than having motions, until 
we get around to get a consensus of opinion. 

Senator McCrietian. Let me get one thing clear, if I may, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Joe, do I understand that for the purposes of this investigation, to 
whatever extent it may go, you are relinquishing the chair to Senator 
Mundt as chairman to preside over all proceedings pertaining to 
this investigation and inquiry into these charges ? 

Senator McCarrny. That is correct; yes. 

Senator McCietian. I thought that that was what you meant, and 
I wanted to be clear. 

I assume, then, the purpose of this meeting of the committee is to 
have a discussion among all of the me smbers, an open discussion, and 
see if we can arrive at a committee program for the handling of this 
unfortunate controversy. 

Senator Munpr. It is my thought—and I know nothing more about 
this than you do; I was not a candidate for this position that I 
hold—— 

Senator McCietxan. We all know that. The duty devolves upon 
us sometimes. 

Senator Munpr. My thought was if we could this morning work 
out-an agreeable procedure for all of us as to how to approach this 
very distasteful job, we would have made some real progress, if we can 
devote our discussions now to those ideas that would be worth while. 

Senator McCietian. There are two things that I want to suggest, 
Mr. Chairman. The first one is that I think this is of such im- 
portance that it should be the responsibility of the full Committee 
on Government Operations. The subcommittee is an arm of the 
full committee, and the only authority that this subcommittee has 
is that delegated to it by the full committee. I believe this is of that 
major importance that the full committee should conduct any hearings. 

The second thing I want to suggest is that all testimony regarding 
this matter be taken in public hearings. I do not want, and I think 
it is of vital importance to this committee and to the Congress, any 
secret sessions or the taking of testimony in executive session. 

The charges are out in the open, open to the public, and they 
have been made. It is not a case of preparing for an investigation, 
and the necessity for it has already been pointed up. I think that 
the public will probably react with a measure of suspicion if we start 
holding executive sessions to take testimony. I want to throw that 
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out, these two things, as a suggestion in the beginning of this 
conference. 

Senator Porrer. You would not even consider executive sessions in 
the preliminary stage ? 

Senator McCietian. I would consider executive sessions at all 
times to discuss procedure and policy of the committee, and those 
things ; but the taking of testimony, I believe all of it should now be 
in the open. 

Senator McCarruy. May I say that the procedure up until now, 
in all of the investigations, has been to hold executive hearings first, 
and then if the committee decides that the material is of such nature 
that it should be made public, public sessions are held. I do not have 
any particular feelings one way ox the other in this case, but I just 
want to point out that we have in the past always first held executive 

sessions. 

Senator McCietian. May I say, Mr. Chairman of the full com- 
mittee, and permanent chairman of the subcommittee, I think that 
that is true, and I think it is a good practice and generally should 
be followed in the ordinary proc edures of trying to make a prelim- 
inary investigation to determine whether you should hold public 
hearings or whether the witness should be called in public hearings. 
But this is already out in the open, and it is a national issue today, 
and I think that you would be opening yourself or exposing | yourself 
to probably unjustified criticism if you do not take all of this testi- 
mony right out in public. 

Senator Symineron. I agree to that. 

Senator McCrietian. I may be mistaken, and I am not thinking 
of self ; lam thinking in terms of the whole committee. 

Senator Munpr. Is it not possible, John, that we might, as you 
run into this thing, come across some witnesses that we do not know 
what they are going to say, and perhaps we ought to have executive 
sessions. Adams is going to be a witness, and Cohn is going to be a 
witness, and they can well testify in public. But as I have gone 
through these reports, there are quite a few other names mentioned 
there that may or may not become witnesses, and we might or might 
not want to have open hearings. 

Senator McCie.ian. We can inquire of these witnesses what their 
testimony will be, just like you are going out to prepare a lawsuit, 
and we will know what we will want to produce or not to produce. 
But if you ever start taking testimony on this issue behind closed 
doors, and a little part of it leaking out here and another part of 
it leaking out there, you are going to bring this committee into dis- 
repute before the bar of public ¢ opinion, in my judgment. 

Senator Dirksen. Mr. Chairman, let me offer just a general obser- 
vation. Of course, I try to be mindful, always, of the function and the 
purpose of the committee and the work that it has done in the past. 
It has done splendid work, and I think it has a very useful function 
that has to be carried on. Of course, when a controversy arises where 
you lose a substantial segment of public confidence, then the commit- 
tee has to review its own procedures and review controversies, and 
ascertain what can be done to reestablish the credibility and the public 
confidence that is necessary in the case of any committee that has a 
useful and constructive function. So from that broad base, you start. 
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The very first question that recurs is this: In seeking to effectuate 
that purpose, shall we have a hearing on this matter, whether public 
or private, in the face of charges, supported and uneianetial that 
have been made and that have filled the air? And to what degree is 
it conductive toward reestablishing the committee in the complete 
good grace of the public? 

Now, certain it is that if you have a public hearing of all of 
the matters that have been alleged and asserted one way or another, 
they are going to be ventilated in the press and on the radio and on 
television. Does it take us further from the mark, or does it bring 
us back closer to what we seek to achieve ? 

To be sure, the statements that have been made from one end and 
from another have not been under oath. Certainly it has not been 
strange in the lexicon of the legislative branch of Government that 
that happens from time to time. I am not insensible of the fact that 
questions will be raised just like they were raised outside the door a 
moment ago, Would you leave the Army under a cloud and would you 
leave Mr. Cohn under a cloud ? 

Well, I can see that quite all right, but the question is: Do we con- 
stantly drift further from the mark in an atmosphere that is sur- 
charged with a good deal of emotionalism, and find ourselves in a posi- 
tion where we forfeit more and more of the public confidence, so that 
our usefulness will be very sadly impaired ? 

So I think the first problem is: Is this going to have any ventilation 
at all? Or are we simply going to say, “All right, everybody has had 
his say in public. Let us forget about it and start with a clean page.” 

Would a public hearing, or even a private hearing, accomplish any- 
thing in getting this thing back into focus and into proper perspec- 
tive? I have grave doubts about it. I think by the time you got over 
the whole agenda of witnesses that might have to be heard, we would 
have to give several weeks to this business. When it was all through, 
we certainly would not have been pursuing the basic purposes and 
objectives of the committee. This is something in the nature of a di- 
gression that would have to be cleaned up. But we might be further 
away from the mark to which we ought to direct our attenetion. So 
that is the first question. 

Then, of course, there are corollary questions. If we favor or if we 
decide that we just as well let the whole matter drop and get about 
the business to which a committee is assigned under the Senate rules, 
then what do we do about our rules of procedure, and what do we do 
about our staff ? 

I think Joe will concur in this, that we did agree—and this is no 
secret out of school—we did agree in a conference, not a committee 
meeting, last Thursday that we would examine into this 34-page doc- 
ument that had been submitted, and that we would put the chief coun- 
sel under oath and see what the responses were, and then have the rec- 
ord ready for whatever use might be made of it. For reasons that do 
not have to be discussed now, the meeting did not eventuate. So the 
question is: Do we now, in view of television appearances by Mr. Cohn, 
and in view of the fact that the document itself has been published, 
I suppose, verbatim in many newspapers—do we now ventilate this 
whole matter once more under oath ? 

Now this I want to say off the record, if you don’t mind. 
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Senator Munpr. I think we should—since I envision the fact that 
all of this record ultimately probably will be published, in line with 
what John has said about the intense public interest—I think we 
should keep in mind that this may by majority vote be published, and 
if anybody wants to speak off the record, the Chair will give him that 
right unless there is object ion. 

Senator McCretxan. I have no objection if somebody wants to 
speak off the record, but I mean for the principal discussion in arriv- 
ing at this, it should be on the record. I did not mean to just make it 
rigid. 

Senator Dirksen. If it is agreeable, let us take this off the record at 
this point. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Porrer. Of course, we are confronted with this other possi- 
bility. It is my understanding that the Armed Services Committee 
will be holding hearings Thursday on the question of communism in 
the Army, and all I know is what I have read in the paper, 
that certain members of the committee have stated that if we do not 
do something, they will. So the very thing that you mentioned is 
involved. 

I am wondering what position we would be put in if we do not act, 
and then allow the Armed Services Committee to pick it up. It would 
be most embarrassing for all of us on this committee for not assuming 
our responsibility. 

Senator Dirksen. You are on the Armed Services Committee, are 
you not # 

Senator Symineton. Yes, sir. 

Senator Dirksen. It was my understanding from discussions with 
perhaps 1 or 2 members that there are pending before your committee 
2 legislative proposals to deal with communism in the Army, and the 
disposition of Communists and their assignment to duty. 

Senator Symrneton. As I understand it, the committee hearing 
Thursday is not quite what the distinguished junior Senator from 
Michigan felt that it was. It is is an effort to find out if in the opinion 
of the Department. of Defense they want some additional legislation 
incident to the problem of communism. 

Senator Porrer. I think that that is correct, yes. I stated it in 
broad terms. 

Senator Jackson. Broad enough so that it might 
That is the way I thought of it. 

Senator Porrer. I think Senator Flanders said if we do not act, he is 
going to. And I think perhaps a couple on your side have said it. 
[ am just wondering about what you stated about the ventilation of 
this—whether we could prevent it even if we do not act. That is, if 
some other committee would move in. 

Senator Dirxsen. It was not my understanding that the Armed 
Services Committee intended to go into the instant matter that is 
before this committee at all. 

Senator Jackson. I think Senator Flanders, who is a member of 
the committee, made some statement in which he said that the com- 
mittee should go into it, and one other Senator—I think Senator 
Kefauver—mentioned it. 

Senator Symrneron. I think it would be impossible not to have 
some questions asked in this matter as incident to the question of 


get into this. 
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legislation to help eliminate communism in the Department of De- 
fense. Iam certain that I know two Senators who would, one on each 
side of the aisle, who would want to ask questions incident to this. 

Senator Porrer. At this meeting Thursday ? 

Senator Symineron. That is my understanding. I will be very 
frank, I would not want to be anything but candid in a matter of this 
importance, and I felt there were some questions that I would like to 
ask Mr. Wilson myself with respect to the position of the Department 
of the Army and its relationship recently to the Department of De 
fense, and vice versa, in this Whole matter. 

Senator Munpr. May the’Chair inquire. Senator Saltonstall is 
chairman of the committee, and he told me riding over on the tramw: ay 
yesterday, “I have invited the members of your subcommittee to attend 
these hearings,” and I have received no other notice. Has anybody 
received a notice ? : 

Senator McCarrny. He told me that he had sent me a letter, and 
I have not seen it in the office. I think the only reason is that I have 
been so badly tied up I have not seen it. But Lev told me that he had 
sent a letter to me, inviting me as chairman, and all of the members 
of the subcommittee, to sit in Thursday. I explained to him I would 
not be here Thursday, and I would ‘notify all of you, and I intended 
to do that. I understand that you will have the right to question 
witnesses, Ae He did not make that completely ¢ lear, but I under- 
stood that to be part of the invitation. 

Senator Munpr. I did not know whether that was something that 
occurred to him when he rode over with me, or whether he had written 
you. 

Senator Syminatron. I have heard nothing of it at all as a member 
of the committee. Ihave heard nothing about it. 

Senator Munpr. Apparently, then, he has written as chairman of 
that committee to the chairman of our committee, asking our chairman 
to extend this invitation to us. 

Senator McCarrny. I will call the office and see if I can find that. 

Senator Dirksen. I would like to get back to what is the primary 
question that is here, and that is the further public ventilation of this 
whole controversy. At the end of it, there could be only a couple of 
things. One would be to terminate the committee service of Roy Cohn, 
our counsel, and probably the other one would be to politely advise the 
Department of Defense that by the same token, perhaps the services 
of Mr. Adams ought to be terminated. 

In my book—and this can go on the record—it certainly would not 
require public ventilation to accomplish that result. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator Porrer. Of course, if the Senator will yield, I think that 
we are in this position : that this committee is an aggressive committee, 
and we call in witnesses, and we cite them for contempt and we cite 
them for perjury. Now here is a question that has come up, and it 
has been in the headlines for a week, and the public is confused with 
the charges and countercharges made on both sides. Obviously per- 
jury has been committed by somebody, and I do not know who has 
committed it. I think we have no right to cite a man who is in the 
witness chair on another matter which the committee has investigated, 
and then when this comes up, which affects our own committee organ- 
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ization, to say, “Well, perjury may be committed, but we will sweep 
it under the rug.” I think that we would be criticized. 

Senator McCarruy. For the record, you might want to correct what 
you said. You said “obviously perjury has been committed here.” 
Neither Adams nor Cohn have been under oath, ever. 

Senator Porrer. As far as the public is concerned, statements have 
been made, and they assume somebody is not telling the truth. 

Senator McCrietitan. Will the Senator yield at that point? Ifthe 
public statements that have been made on both sides are testified to 
under oath, then somebody will have committed perjury. 

Senator Porrer. That is right. 

Senator McCieiian. I do not know whether any of these state- 
ments are true, or which are true or which are not, and so help me, 
I haven’t any fixed opinion about it. But it is before the public, 
and this committee cannot afford to do anything that would look like 
we are trying to hush it up or whitewash it. 

You bring these folks in here, and you put them before the tele- 
vision, and you portray them and present them to millions of people 
when they are testifying, and they are subjected to that; al then 
we cite them for contempt because they refuse to answer questions. 

Now you have it at the top level thrown open to the public, and I 
do not believe this committee can maintain its prestige and command 
public respect if it does less than to bring these principals and sup- 

orting evidence and supporting witnesses before the committee and 
et the public hear them testify, just like you do anybody else against 
whom accusations are made. 

Senator Porrer. By the same token, I believe it can be done quickly, 
and I do not think it has to be a prolonged hearing. 

Naturally, there are the two principals in the case, John Adams 
and Roy Cohn. 

Senator Syminetron. Will the Senator yield? I think there are 
more principals in it than that. Secretary Stevens is in it, and he 
is in it deep, and the feeling in the United States today is that the 
Secretary of the Army may have committed perjury. In addition 
to that, I am not sure I agree with this question of celerity of opera- 
tion. This is a very serious matter. I spent a good many years in 
the Pentagon, and I believe that we would deal a disastrous blow to 
the morale of the Armed Forces if in any way anybody could get 
the idea that the members of this committee who have been, as Sen- 
ator McClellan said, very prone to publicize its actions in the past, 
if the idea got out that there was some hush-up aspect in this thing. 
I would never feel right about it in my own heart, and I do not think 
my constituents would ever feel right about it in their hearts and 
heads in Missouri. 

I believe, with Senator McClellan, that these charges are so grave, 
without any shadow of a doubt, they affect the future security of the 
United States, in my opinion, and I think the morale in the Army 
and the Air Force has been badly hurt. One general told me abroad 
that he had written his wife and asked that the name of his son be 
withdrawn from application to West Point. 

If you think that they give this situation publicity over here, you 
ought to see what they were giving it over there. 

Now the charges have been made, and the issues seem to be clear, 
and I completely agree with Senator McClellan that if this matter is 
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run down there will be perjury shown. I think that we ought to take 
every step in the world necessary, just like we had a trial in a court- 
room, to be sure we do not indict or convict anybody for perjury with- 
out first doing everything we can to get all of the facts. 

Senator Porrer. My point is it can be done expeditiously and with- 
out being prolonged. I think it is very essential. I share Senator 
Dirksen’s view, that the longer it goes on, the worse it is going to be, as 
far as the public impression of our committee is concerned, and the 
Army and other people that are involved. 

Senator Munpr. I don’t think we ought to enter into this under the 
illusion that this can be done very quickly, and this is going to take 
some time. We might as well face up to that. Ten days or 2 weeks 
isa minimum. 

Senator Jackson. You must face up to the fact that you are going 
to have a lot of witnesses once this starts. 

Senator Munpr. And you cannot do it Thursday and Friday and 
get it done, because we are just kidding ourselves. 

Senator Jackson. And it has to take priority over everything else 
to get action on it. 

Senator Munpr. And we could move as rapidly as we can, but men 
of reputation have their veracity at stake and they are going to have 
some time to martial their facts and get their witnesses. It shouldn’t 
be done with speed as the primary motive and the primary motive 
should be complete justice. 

May I just put in the record at this point the letter from Saltonstall, 
because that came up a little earlier. I will read it. It is dated 
March 11: 


Hon. JosepH R. McCarTuy, 
Chairman, Committee on Government Operations, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Joe: To confirm our recent conversation, I find it is not feasible to post- 
pone the public hearing for next Thursday, March 18, on S. 3096 as it has been 
publicly announced and the witnesses have made their commitments. 

This particular meeting is to hear Secretary of Defense Wilson, Admiral Rad- 
ford, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Honorable Robert T. Stevens, Secre- 
tary of the Army, and General Ridgway, Chief of Staff of the Army. They are 
to discuss the above bill and describe what steps they are taking administratively 
on the question of men now serving in the Armed Forces who may not be loyal 
or sympathetic with the purposes of the service in which they are enlisted, and 
any other remedial legislation which they believe is necessary. 

As your Committee has given close attention to some of these problems, you, 
or any of its members, are welcome to attend this meeting. It will be helpful, 
in my opinion, if you can do so. Will you please notify the other members of 
your Committee? 

With kind personal regards, 

Sincerely yours, 
/s/ LEVERETT SALTONSTALL, Chairman. 


Senator McCietxian. Could I see the letter ? 

Senator Symincron. I have never discussed this matter with Sen- 
ator Saltonstall, but I think that he should discuss this matter with the 
Armed Services Committee before he decides how he is going to run 
this hearing and I would like to put on the record that I would like to 
discuss the matter with him. 

That has come up several times in our committee. 

Senator Munpr. That will be a determination that this committee 
cannot obviously make. 
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Senator Symineron. I have heard practically nothing about the 
hearing, and I would not have been able to answer Charlie's point if 
I had not called up vesterday to check a statement I made which | 
was told was wrong. which was wrong. I would like to talk to 
the chairman of the Armed Services Committee about it, and other 
members in Armed Services and I think Senator Byrd and Senato1 
Russell and Senator Johnson and Senator Kefauver and Senator 
Stennis. and find out what this hearing is all about. 

[ don’t know what it is all about, and we never had any notice of 
it except what I have read in the paper. Strike that. I may have 
had a record of the hearing. 

Senator Dirksen. Did you submit this for the record 4 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

Senator Jackson. I merely wanted to make this statement, that I 
concur in the view that the hearings must be held in public. For the 
life of me I don’t see on what basis it could be suggested that they 
be held in execul ive session because the charges are all out in public. 
I am fearful of the effect that it is going to have on the committee as 


Senator Potter pointed out, and IT want to say that to the record. 
Senator Dirksen. That is the concern I have, the usefulness of 
ne committee in is iuture operation . and in the task to which it 


| 

has set itself long ago. Do we serve that purpose best by having a 
public hearing, and ventilating the charges over a period of time, or 
do we serve the best interest by simply letting the grass grow over it 
and ts aking some affirmative ste ps? 


Senator Jackson. I think that there are grave consequences no 


matter » which way youmove, but I don’t see how you can move away 
from the public. 

Senator Dirksen. Now, Mr. Chairman, I might add that four 
members of the committee have expressed themselves with respect to 
public hearings, and if that is the majority wish of the committee 
the n the second question that arises is this, to make sure that it does 
not become a Donnybrook Fair and it is kept on sound and orthodox 
lines. There will have to be some e xploration of the matter so that 
you will know who the witnesses are, and we will have to have some 
notion as to the thing on which they are going to testify, because if 
it becomes nothing more than a caterwauling and chopping contest 
between witnesses, it serves no purpose and it develops only a small 
kernel of truth and it leaves you right back where we are. 

Senator Porrer. Would you care to comment on my suggestion ? 

Senator Dirksen. I was going to remark that since we have estab 
lished what is a rather standard tec hnique prior to a public hearing 
of determining who the witnesses are going to be in a public hearing, 
and basically the thing on which they are going to testify so that we 
have a clear concept of it and move toward a definite abjactine, prob 
ably there ought to be a preliminary executive session in which thi 
acting chairman calls them in or the committee calls ne in so that 
we can explore this ground first. 

Now that is the technique we have always pursued. 

Senator Porrer. We could do that as part of our investigation, | 
would assume, 

Senator Jackson. You are referring to the matter of procedure ? 

Senator Porrer. Yes. 
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Senator Dirksen. And with it, of course, I think the acting chair- 
man should have the benefit of such counsel as he may desire to have 
at his elbow, because obviously since so many names run through 
the report, I ‘don’t believe that the y ought to be tied down with com- 
mittee counsel, and as a matter of fact it would be desirable, I think, to 
let him have somebody of his choice, to help him first get the executive 
session organized so that when you go out there in the caucus room, 
of course you are going to have a lot of people, and you know who 
goes on, and generally about what the testimony is going to be, so 
that it doesn’t become irrelevant and immaterial to what the purpose is. 

Senator Symineron. Would the Senator yield? I think that the 
senior Senator from Michigan referred to a special counsel, and a 
special investigator. I agree with that, after the broadcast about this 
loyalty pledge. I think the public might feel that the case was 
somewhat prejudged if we used the present staff. We should get : 
special counsel, someone whom we all felt was right. I am not a 
iawyer, but I am asking for information. Wouldn’t that type and 
character of matter be prepared by the counsel and submitted to the 
chairman of the committee and the rest of the committee for approval ? 

Senator Dirksen. You would want a capable person who can eval- 
uate the substance of the whole thing, so that it has good direction, 
and so that there is no time lag, and so that every evidenciary fact is 
finally adduced, because if we are going to have a public hearing then 
of course you want to make your record as complete as possible, and 
as quickly as possible, and as sound as possible, with the least amount 
of gossip and conversation and fraud that would have no bearing upon 
the issue at all. I do not have in mind any such suggestions. 

Senator Porrer. I have no one in mind, but I thought as a possible 
reservoir of lawyers of Department of Justice. 

Senator Dirksen. You might borrow some talent for the occasion. 

Senator Munpr. May I mention since Cis been in the paper, 
Senator McCarthy’s suggestion that he oa the Chair over to me, 
several people have called up, lawyers, offering to make their services 
available to the committee free. I have been thinking a little bit about 
what kind of counsel we would get, because quite obviously if this 
committee is to do it, and I want to say something about that in a 
moment, if we are going to conduct this I think that we should conduct 
it with a staff chosen specifically for this purpose, and not in any way 
use the present staff. 

Senator Jackson. For this limited purpose ? 

Senator Munpr. That is quite right, as a temporary proposition, 
thinking who could you then get. Frankly, it occurred to me we might 
be able to get a man like Bill Rogers who was on the committee staff 
under John McClellan. I discussed that a little bit and the Justice 
Department pointed out that this thing may possibly run into a 
perjury case, in which it becomes involved, and so they would not want 
to participate in the hearings now, which seemed to me to be a valid 
explanation. 

I thought of Bob Morris, who did a very commendable job and he 
is now a “judge. Somebody pointed out that Bob Morris at one time 
had been on the same committee with Joe, and of course that would 
disqualify him. 

I thought about- 
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Senator McCarrny. It was not on the same committee, but he was 
a close friend of mine. 

Senator Munpr. Then I thought how would it be, if the committee 
felt it wise, if we would simply ask the American Bar Association to 
recommend some counsel and get their advice, and I think if we are 
going to have counsel, which we have got to have, it has got to be 
somebody of stature and somebody very important, and if you fellows 
on your side feel that you want 2 counsels, let us have the -m recommend 
2 and I don’t care about that. But it is very important, it seems to me, 
that this thing be done objectively, which leads me to make this sug- 
gestion to you fellows, and to get your reaction. 

I have said, as you know, in the press, that I don’t believe this com- 
mittee is the proper forum before which to try these charges and coun- 
tercharges. I base that on several reasons. In the first pl: ice, I think 
that when we have finally, or when the differences have finally been ad- 
judicated, it is tremendously important in the public interest and in 
the interest of the armed services, and in the interest of the Senate 
and in the interest of this committee, that the ultimate result be one 
that the country will accept, or at least the fairminded people of this 
country will accept. 

I think that that is tremendously important that we don’t come 
out with a report, if this committee makes it, which simply perpetu- 
ates the feud, and people will say, “Of course the committee did it that 
way, because they were prejudiced, or because of their connection with 
a member of the staff who was under investigation, or because the 
chairman of the committee was involved, and some of his statements, 
and they were trying to protect what he said, or vice versa, they were 
trying to spank the c chairman of the committee or they were trying to 
spank the Army.” 

I am afraid if this committee undertakes it—or at least I want to 
voice this for the record—I have a very sincere and honest conviction 
of my own that if we undertake the job and come up with a report, or 
recommendation, that we are going to find that whatever we decide is 
going to be suspect by whic chever group happens to be displeased with 
the verdict. I base that in part on two facts that the Washington Post 
has been hammering away editorially for several days, on the theory 
that this is not the committee to make the findings. This morning 
somebody mailed to me a copy of the Daily News of New Yor k, on 
March 16, which is an editorial, and from which I quote : 

We will second the motion of Senator Karl E. Mundt that who is lying and 
in related disputes between Stevens and McCarthy be taken before some impar- 
tial group for an early decision. We can’t see leaving the factfinding to the 
McCarthy group even with McCarthy stepping down from the chair as he has 
offered to do. The truth and nothing but the truth might well be discovered 
under such circumstances. But it would be suspect just the same. Better let 
another group handle the job. 

Now I suspect the Washington News and Washington Post and 
Daily News haven’t agreed on anything for 100 years but they are 
differing at this thing from 5 different portholes, and agreeing on 
the fact that this committee’s verdict is suspect in advance and none 
of us, I am sure, around the table, know what our verdict is going to 
be. I honestly believe that there is some validity in the suggestion 
that we measure up to our responsibilities in this manner, by saying 
“We can recognize as John re Stuart and most of you have pointed 


ert 





eT ma A 


nA RNR: nee 


SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 13 


out that this is tremendously important, and the public has a right 
to know where the facts lie, and so we request some committee which 
is not in any way suspect of having learnings one way or the other, 
and which does not have its chairman or its staff involved, to make 
an impartial thoroughgoing objective report, and take the evidence 
under oath, and make the report that it makes simultaneously and in 
like language both to the Department of Defense and to this com- 
mittee, and our committee then takes those sworn facts and acts on 
the basis of them, to take whatever corrective steps need or seem 
indicated.” 

The Department of Defense takes its report, and I am sure will 
take whatever corrective steps seems to be indicated to it, and I think 
the country would be better satisfied, and I think the public interest 
should be better satisfied, and with these two papers, and many 
smaller papers of like mind, already saying, “If our committee under- 
takes it, whatever you find, it is not going to be satisfactory.” I 
don’t see how we have accomplished very much by all of the hard work 
which we are about to understake. 

Senator Dirksen. I must very respectfully and thoroughly dis- 
agree with you, and with the editorial opinion that you just cited. 
In the first place what a dismal confession it would be to the country 
that seven members of the United States Senate who are confronted 
with a problem, have to throw it in the lap of other Senators who have 
only equal prerogatives on committees and in the United States Senate. 
I would never make that confession under any circumstances. I 
think that there is enough talent, and there is enough flexibility, and 
there is enough sportsmanship, and there is enough fairness in every 
Senator to be able to discharge his responsibility. It was of our 
contriving, one way or the other, and there would be no need to point 
the finger at anyone, or any group. It is a condition, and it is not 
a theory, and it is here. It is our job to deal with it. Other mem- 
bers of the United States Senate are busy, but if you ever set the 
precedent that when a controversy arose in a committee that it had to 
be adjudicated and tried by another committee I shudder to think 
of what the ultimate consequence might be. 

Senator Munpr. Wiil the Senator yield? This isn’t exactly what 
you could call a controversy arising within the committee, and I don’t 
think that we have any particular fight among ourselves. This is a 
controversy between a staff member of the committee, and perhaps 
the chairman of the committee, and Mr. Adams and Mr. Stevens and 
perhaps some other inthe Army. It is not something that was testified 
here, and I cited the precedent that judges quite frequently even in the 
Supreme Court step aside when they feel that they are taking part 
in a case which might tend to indicate to the public that they are pre- 
judiced, not because the judge doesn’t feel he can be fair but he wants 
the verdict to be accepted as fair by the public, and I do not think 
the judge that does that is any less responsible to his duties and any 
less honest, and important and dignified than if he had taken part 
in the case. 

Senator Dirksen. The second reason for the viewpoint I expressed 
is that this is not a judicial proceeding, and this is a legislative body, 
and this is a legislative problem. The problem originated and it had 
its incubation in the operations of the committee and its relationships 
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with the Department of the Army. Consequently, this is a legislative 
matter, and not a judicial. We need not look at it judicially, because 
it isa matter of inquiry. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator McCarruy. Let me make a suggestion pending your deci 
sion on that. Here is what I would like to see done. There are some 
completely reliable witnesses in this case, separate and apart from 
Adams, Cohn, and Stevens, and McCarthy. During the hearings 
when things were very friendly, and this is on the record, Bob 
Stevens—— 

Senator Munpr. If you put this on the record, we might decide 
to vote to release this to the press. 

Senator McCarruy. I will leave it off the record. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

Senator Symrneron. Going back to the proposition of having the 
hearing before another committee, I would like to completely asso 
ciate myself with the objection, the first objection made by the dis 
tinguished junior Senator from Illinois. Even as late as ‘yesterday 
morning, I felt there was merit in the suggestion which I believe | 
read in the paper that you had made, Mr. Chairman, but first I under 
stand there is no Senate precedent of any kind whatever of a committee 
voluntarily transferring its obligations. That was told me by peo 
ple who had been in the Senate as long as anybody. Second, I think 
the public would get the wrong impression of our doing it, and third, 
I would be the only person on both subcommittees. This is purely 
a personal angle, and I think of the experience of some of my col 
leagues like Senator McClellan, and also Senator McCarthy. They all 
know this subject, and you would save a great deal of time. If you 
want to do this thing with the celeri ity that Senator Potter mentioned, 
you would not put it as a fresh new problem to a committee that has 
not followed it like naturally we have. 

Now, I have just found out about this Armed Services meeting, and 
I received no notice of it, let alone the suggestion that the chairman 
of it has made to the chairman of our full committee. It is a good 
illustration of why I prefer to see it stay in this committee, in my 
humble opinion, because I do not think it is proper for the chairman 
of a committee in a matter of this character to announce things to the 
press and send letters around that do not go to other members of the 
committee. The basic purpose of the Armed Services Committee, I 
am told, after investigating, is to look into a bill, S. 3096, which would 
attempt to eliminate in the future the procedure in the handling of 
this dentist major, as I understand it from what has been told to me. 

Senator Dirksen. Mr. Chairman, I think to round out the state- 
ment made by Senator Symington, I have grave doubts just as a theo- 
retical speculation for a moment, that you could confer upon any 
other committee of the Senate jurisdiction to undertake this job, 
without introducing a resolution, and having it considered on the 
Senate floor. Then, you would have a field day and it would run 
for quite a while be fore you get through. 

Senator Munpr. I was not suggesting we do it by resolution unless 
it was decided to set up a special committee to do the job, and I was 
going to suggest a letter from this committee to request them, which 
they might or may not accept. 
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Senator Porrer. Right on this point, I think that the objections 
that you have raised, Karl, concerning this committee handling this 
investigation, will be eliminated if we get outside counsel, and outside 
personnel to handle whatever investigation might be needed, or any 
counsel that would be needed. 

Senator Munpr. The present chairman would insist upon that as 
a minimum, and I do not think it is going to entirely erase the ob 
jections, but it will alleviate the situation somewhat. 

Senator McCarrny. There are a number of what I consider very re- 
liable witnesses outside of those involved, and as I started to say 
during the period of cooperation when the Army apparently was 
working with us, Bob Stevens used to come to New York for a num- 
ber of the hearings. I want this on the record. We would go over to 
his club, the Mercantile Club, for lunch. We generally had 2 or 
3 individuals along, guests picked up on the way. We had some 
very reputable newsmen. 

I would like to see Senator Mundt with sufficient counsel make a 
thorough investigation of this, and report to us, and then decide what 
we will do, and then decide whether you are going to hear it. I 
think it will be impossible to make a decision until Senator Mundt 
gives us a complete report after he listens to all of the stories involved. 

Senator Dirksen. Mr. Chairman, I will submit a proposal to the 
committee, but if you will bear with me 1 minute, to read the rest 
of this into the record. 

The second point was, and you see this was conditioned upon the 
fact that if there was going to be no open hearing, that we would 
have to do something about our rules of procedure. 

Senator McCrie.tian. Will you yield? May I suggest that it will 
be better for me that we refrain from questioning you now until you 
read all of them, and then we will have them. 

Senator Dirxsen. Resolved that the rule respecting a quorum in 
subcommittee be amended to read as follows: 

For the purpose of taking sworn testimony by a subcommittee, two members 
of the subcommittee shall constitute a quorum. 

The rule is one now. 

Next: 

Resolved, That the rules of procedure of the Permanent Subcommittee on 
Investigations be amended by adding at the end thereof the following new sec- 
tion: No. 11. “Notice of a hearing at which a witness will testify under oath or 
subpena must be given to each member of the subcommittee at least 48 hours 
prior to the hearing, if held in District of Columbia, and at least 72 hours if 
held away from the District of Columbia. 


And, finally: 


Resolwed, That rule 6, of the procedures of the Permanent Subcommittee be 
amended to read as follows: “All testimony taken in executive session and all 
confidential material presented to the committee, shall be kept secret and not 
released in whole or in part or in summarized form without the approval of a 
majority of the subcommittee.” 

The rule today is that it relates only to testimony but not to con- 
fidential material that may have been submitted to the committee. 
Other suggestions may occur to other members, but I do believe that 
we must improve our rules of procedure, to go back to this basic 
purpose. 
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Senator Munpr. May I inquire whether in this list of rules, you 
included the one that when I was called in by the policy committee, 
when they were offering their suggested rules to all subcommittee- 
men, to listen to some of the suggestions they made, they had nothing 
there dealing with out-of-town hearings, and I said that I thought 
it would be helpful to all members of the committee if we would adopt 
an amendment to the rules stating that before any out-of-town hear- 
ings were held there should be an affirmative vote of the committee 
on out-of-town hearings, so that we can try to adjust our schedules 
if possible to attend them. I think that that should be added. 

Senator Dirksen. This is an incomplete effort, of course, but I 
wanted to make it a matter of record. 

Senator Munpr. We have more immediate problems before us. 

Senator Dirksen. I wonder if you are ready for a specific proposal. 

Senator Munpr. May the Chair inquire, we have not taken any 
votes at this time, whether the other members of the committee share 
the adverse opinion to my suggestion that we try to get this into an 
outside committee. 

Senator McCretian. I will state my position, Mr. Chairman, that 
I do not believe this committee can afford to. You talk about the 
prestige of it, and the confidence of the people, I think it is our baby, 
and it is our linen, and we have got to walk it, and I favor washing 
it in public, and not in secret, because it just will not do, in my opinion, 
for this committee to take either the position of shirking a respons- 
bility, or be in the position of not meeting it before the public where 
the charges have been made. 

Senator Porrrr. It is an admission that we are not responsible 
Members of the Senate. 

Senator McCrietxian. I want to qualify it to this extent only. I 
think possibly the Armed Services Committee, and I would say 
no other, but the Armed Service Committee, would have jurisdic- 
tion to investigate, and probably a responsibility if this committee 
does not do the job, in relation to the military aspects of it. I do not 
deny them their jurisdiction but I do not believe we can shirk the 
responsibility that is ours. 

Senator Symrneton. I agree to that without any reservations. That 
is my position about it. 

Senator Munpr. You are very clear that the majority of the com- 
mittee feel that this committee should undertake it. 

Senator McCuie.tan. To make certain, I make a motion that this 
committee investigate the whole matter. 

Senator Symrneton. Are you talking about the subcommittee or the 
full committee ? 

Senator McCrietuan. I really believe, and we can discuss that a 
moment if you want to, that my own views, and I am not going to be 
terribly contentious about it, but my own view is that you will add 
some measure of prestige and respect and confidence since this is a 
subcommittee, and since the authority and the power under the rules 
is delegated to the full committee, that the full committee make the 
investigation. That is my humble opinion, and I am, as I say, not 
being contentious about it. 

Senator Porrer. I would think it would be much better for our sub- 
committee to handle this problem. 
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Senator McCuietxian. As I say, I am just talking out loud. 

Senator Porrer. I do not think that it matters whether we turn it 
over to the full committee or some other committee. It still is a 
reflection upon whether the subcommittee has the ability or has the 
desire to bring out all the facts in the case, itself and—— 

Senator Jackson. You broaden the base of the participants. 

Senator Porrer. You bring in people who are not familiar with the 
work of this committee, the same as you would if you sent it to another 
standing committee. 

Senator Jackson. Would that not add to the prestige, the fact that 
you did bring in the other people? 

Senator Dirxsen. I doubt it very much, but I think we are in the 
same fix there in turning it over to the full committee that we would 
be if we turned it over to a wholly separate committe. 

Senator McCretxan. I do not agree with you, because this is a full 
committee responsibility. 

Senator Dirksen. Except, the other subcommittee has not partici- 
pated in what we have done, or that has brought about this condition. 

Senator Jackson. Some of us were not on the committee when all 
of this happened. So it is a little mixed up. 

Senator Dirksen. There you have guilt by association. 

Senator McCxetian. In order to make the record if you are ready 
for a motion, I move you that the full Committee on Government Oper- 
ations make a thorough and complete investigation of this controversy 
and issue involving members of the staff of this committee and the 
Department of the Army. 

Seontee Porrer. I wish to offer an amendment to the motion by the 
Senator. 

Senator Dirksen. Before you do, let me ask you a question: Are we 
in a position, John, to entertain a motion like that. Could we do any- 
thing other than recommend to a meeting of the full committee ? 

Senator McCietian. I think that you are right. 

Senator Dirksen. We could do no more than make a recommenda- 
tion, but if we make a recommendation, and if we have to wait for a 
meeting of the full committee, I am just thinking of all of the noise 
outdoors, and another day’s delay. 

Senator McCuexnan. I think that you may be right, and my whole 
purpose is simply to give this thing prestige. We have got to do the 
job as I see it, and to give it all of the prestige that is possible, that we 
were not just trying to whitewash the thing ourselves, and after all the 
members of the full committee have a responsibility for this committee. 

Senator Syminetron. That is right. Couldn’t the members of the 
full committee demand that they be in this hearing? 

Senator Dirksen. Procedurally, though, Joe will be gone tomorrow, 
and I will be gone tomorrow, although I am willing to throw it over- 
board if it serves any purpose. Certainly, we would not want to take 
any action unless the chairman of the standing committee is here, and 
if Joe is gone the rest of the week and we had to defer a full com- 
mittee meeting until that time, you have got just that much time that is 
lost before we . get this thing ventilated. C onsequently, I think that it 
would serve the interest of time so much better if we left this in the 
bosom of the subcommittee. 

Senator Porrer. I would like to make this motion. ; 
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Senator McCnen.anx. Lo will withhold miv motion for a moment, 
for further discussion, and L have no ulterior motive in it at all. 

Senator Dirksen. I am sure of that. and I understand. 

Senator McCriennan. [am trying to do this job in the best manner 
possible. 

Senator McCarruy. Before you move, may I urge that all of you 
find out all of the evidence thi at is available and know ex: actly what is 
voing to oecur, be fore you dee ide how you are going to go. ] think 
the way to do that would be to have Bob Kennedy work with Karl and 
report to the minority, and interview all of the witnesses, and I think 
that Stuart Symington should know exactly what is the testimony 
on Bob Stevens before he decides whether or not this should be 
aired. 

I think that Karl Mundt can do that, probably Monday. 

Senator Porrer. My motion won't interfere with that atall. I wish 
to move that we empower the chairman to secure outside counsel, and 
what other aid we may need for this investigation. 

Senator Symrinoron. If the Chair would entertain this thought, 
that we have a very good counsel who knows a lot about this situation 
in Bob Kennedy, and I personally believe that this matter is of such 
grave import to the people of this country that we should have a 
special counsel or somebody who has never had any rel: ationship with 
these various investigations, and so forth. Perhaps the majority 
members of the committee would appoint somebody to work with 
him, and we in turn would appoint, I presume, because he certainly has 
our confidence, Bob Kennedy to work with him. also. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair will say he is perfectly agreeable to the 
idea that the minority if it desires, should appoint a counsel, but he 
would resist that that counsel be Bob Kennedy on the same basis he 
resists using any of the other present staff members, because looking 
down the corridor after the decision is made I think it would impair 
Bob's usefulness and his relationship with the staff that remains. 

I don’t think we should put him in that position. I seriously urge 
that if you select somebody, which I am happy to have you do, select 
him from outside the staff. 

Senator Symineron. May I ask the Chair, would that mean that he 
would not want Bob Kennedy to assist the special counsel, for 
example ? 

Senator Munpr. I really think we should keep the present staff out 
of this thing altogether. 

Senator Symrneron. Including Mr. Kennedy? 

Senator Munpr. Yes. 

You can see what Bob’s position is. Suppose they find evidence 
of misbehavior on the part of 2 or 3 of the staff me mbers, all of whom 
have their loyalties to each other and he is going to continue to serve 
as your minority counsel. 

Senator Syminecron. We picked him very carefully, because we felt 
that the chairman would like him, and because he had him working 
for him before, and he was not asked to sign this loyalty pledge to 
Roy Cohn, and he knows a great deal about the subject. 

What L would like to do would be to see the truth gotten out to the 
people about what this is all about. I should think he would be of 
great assistance in getting the truth out. I wouldn’t suggest that he be 
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the counsel and we have never discussed this in the minority group but 
it would seem to me he could be of great help to whomever the spe 
cial counsel would be. 

1 believe he has the confidence of the majority as well as the mi- 
nority, and if anybody feels that he has not, now would be the time 
to get that out on the table. 

Senator Munpr. I am thinking about his position on this committee 
after this ruckus isover. I would like to see him continue to serve, and 
I would hate to see him get involved in an embroglio of which he has 
no part. It seems to me if we are going to get counsel and I wish if 
Charlie is to make his amendment, that he would make his motion that 
the Chair in conjunction with the ranking minority member will se- 
cure counsel, but I would hate to see this thing setting up a permanent 
feud in our staff. 

Senator Porrer. I will so amend it. 

Senator Symineron. If you feel that way about Mr. Kennedy, I 
would be entirely agreeable, and I am only speaking for myself, that 
you and Senator McClellan decide who the counsel will be. But I 
most respectfully urge that he be somebody who has never had any 
connection with this type and character of investigation, of any kind 
in a Republican administration or Democratic administration, or as a 
minority counsel, or any relationship at all, and that we pick some 
body to whom the American people, or as a result of which the Amer 
ican people would feel that we were really trying to get a top man 
of character to get at the facts in this case on both sides. 

Senator Munpr. I agree 100 percent. 

Senator Dirksen. Let me make this specific proposal, then: I move 
that the temporary chairman be authorized and directed to proceed 
forthwith with an exploration of all of the facts and circumstances 
involved in the controversy that has been before us for discussion, 
and prepare the matter for presentation first to an executive meeting 
of the committee to be held at the earliest possible date, = subse- 
quently to a public meeting, the chairman to be assisted by counsel 
who shall not have been associated at any time with the side of the 
committee, one of whom shall be selected by the chairman, and the 
second to be suggested by the ranking minority member of the com 
mittee, and that the matter be prosec uted with all vigor for presenta 
tion. I want toadd to put it all in one motion—— 

Senator Munpr. And whatever staff is necessary. 

Senator McCartnuy. I think we are going to have a public session. 
[ have been accused of interfering for Private Schine. I want the 
evidence on that in a public session. However, I think that the Sena 
tors should have a full and complete picture before we decide how it 
will be handled. 

Now, at this time I can’t see that we have any choice but ultimately 
laving a public session, but we are all sitting here and a lot of us are 
sitting here in the dark as to what the facts are and I am not going 
to try and tell you ahead of time what they are. I think that that is 
lp to your ac ‘ting chairman, with competent counsel to interview every 
witness who can shed some light on this, and who has been present 
at any of the arguments or telephone conversations. 

Then after you have that complete report, then I think that we 
should decide what we want to do with it. 
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Senator Symineton. I think that he should set up how he is going 
to do it, but I don’t think that he should have private discussion about 
the thing with the various witnesses and all, and build a case. I think 
the case now has to be built before the American people. 

Senator McCietian. Let me make my position clear before we 
proceed any further. I don’t think that this committee can afford 
to recess here this afternoon, and now, without having taken a position 
one way or the other, that is, that it is going to hold public hearings 
on this thing. I think that that should be determined. Then the 
motion made by Senator Dirksen is proper, that we proceed to get a 
staff, and that the chairman or acting chairman then make a full 
report of the preliminary investigation as to what witnesses may be 
available, after you have got a staff to investigate it, and then the 
committee will be called in to executive session to determine the 
procedure with respect to the public hearings. 

I do not believe it is wise with this clamor before the public today 
to walk out of this meeting without having determined and announced 
that we are going to hold a public hearing in this controvery and all 
of it will be public. 

That is my feeling about it. 

Senator Munpr. Will you yield? Would there be any merit—and I 
quite agree that this has got to be gotten to the public—but I wonder 
if there would be any merit in considering the procedure used in the 
MacArthur hearings, and I think that you were active in that. 

Here is the way they were conducted: They were conducted in the 
Caucus Room by the members of the committe, and every hour they 
gave out the full text to the press. In other words, that gets away 
from your motion-picture cameras, and the TV, and things of that 
kind. The TV is all right, but the motion-picture cameras on occa- 
sion just shoot a little sketch, and they don’t get the full picture, and 
this is something where the country should have the full picture and 
get the full text, and no expurg ations. I thought it was a rather 
dignified hearing, and I don’t like to see this thing get to be a public 
brawl. I just toss that out as a suggestion. 

Senator McCretLan. We can determine whether we are going to 
hold this in public. 

Senator Porrrer. That would be considered as a public hearing. 

Senator McCrietian. That is a part of a public hearing, but the 
first thing to determine is what this committee should determine this 
morning. 

Joe says it is ultimately going there, and I don’t think you serve any 
useful purpose by sts ting executive hearings, and so forth, and it 
only arouses suspicion and speculation. I think that the thing to do, 
gentlemen, is just go abead. 

Senator McCarrny. I think that you may be right there 

Senator McCietxan. I want to make this statement in view of what 
the Chairman and Senator McCarthy have said about the Army. I 
am not here, brother, to defend the Army. If they have dirty linen 
in this thing, or anything else, that goes to the morale of the Army, 
God knows we had better clean it up now. 

Senator Symineton. That is what I think. 

Senator Dirksen. Shall we agree now unanimously that there shall 
be a public hear ing? It is far better that the committee is not divided 
on that matter. 


| 
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Senator McCtetxian. I do think so. If you will permit me, I will 
make the motion and there will be no question about it. 

Senator McCarruy. I think that John is right. 

Senator McCuietian. If you will withhold your motion for the 
moment, I move you, Mr. Chairman, that this committee hold publi 
hearings on the controversy that we have been discussing involving 
the Department of the Army, the Secretary of the Army, chief counse! 
of the Army, the Chairman of the committee and the chief counsel of 
the committee and other members of the staff who may be involved, 
and that all testimony taken be in public hearings, all sworn testimony, 
and not any taken in executive session, and that we proceed with this 
matter as expeditiously as possible, and to the exclusion of the under 
taking to transact any other public hearings or business of the com- 
mittee until this matter is disposed of. 

Senator Munpr. May I ask you a question as to your interpretation 
of the resolution ? 

Senator McCarruy. May I suggest you amend that to cover every- 
one involved ¢ 

Senator McCrietxan. All right, I will amend that. I was trying 
to mention them specifically, but I will add that to include any others 
that may be et or that the testimony we develop may show 
are involved. 

Senator Munpr. Will you change that to this extent, that all testi- 
mony taken in public, and will you say that all testimony be made pub- 
lic? I think we may want to send some people down to take some 
depositions from these people under oath, some of the folks that are 
in these camps, and we can make it all public. 

Senator McCie.tuan. There is no objection to having a deposition 
but it should be read in a public hearing. 

Senator Munpr. You said taken in public, and that pretty well 
cramps the efforts of the investigator, but all testimony to be made 
public. 

Senator Jackson. We agree to the handling of depositions, let the 
record show that. 

Senator Porrer. There may be a question there. 

Senator McCietitan. I am not much inclined to taking depositions 
unless a witness is incapacitated from attending. 

Senator Munpr. You may save a lot of expense, and you may find 
some one who will say “I wasn’t there at all, and I am a wrong guy. 

Senator McCarrny. I don’t think that you should bar the Chair 
from calling in witnesses in executive session and finding out whether 
or not they ‘have anything of value. It is the usual procedure. 

Senator Munpr. We don’t want any more characters than are nec- 
essary in this. 

Senator McCrietian. I will amend it to this extent, then, that no 
testimony be taken in executive hearings except by a majority vote 
of the subcommittee. That gives us control of it. Is that all right? 

Senator Munpr. That is perfectly all right. 

Senator McCarruy. Will you amend it, also—you said “and inves- 
tigation of the Chairman of the Committee.” 

Senator McCietian. I will strike that. 

I was trying to make myself completely clear. 


46620—54—pt. 14 











22 SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 


Senator Munpr. Suppose for the sake of clarity now, we will strike 
the whole thing, and remake it, so that we have got it before us. 

Senator Porrer. Senator Dirksen had a motion pending. 

Senator Dirksen. This would be a preliminary motion. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair will yield and Everett yielded to John. 

( Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator Dirksen. I want to make a motion with respect to the 
record, when we get around to that. 

Senator McCieixian. I think my motion is clearly stated there. J 
will undertake to restate it. 

[ move, Mr. Chairman, that this committee proceed to investigate 
the controversy that has arisen with respect to charges of misconduct 
made against members of the staff of this committee and the counter 

charges of misconduct made against certain individuals in the Depart 

ment of the Army, and all others who may be involved in such 
charges or countercharges, and that these hearings proceed as ex 
peditiously as possible to the exclusion of other committee business, 
and that all testimony be taken at public hearings, save and except 
that a majority of the committee determine that testimony in a given 
instance may be taken in executive session. 

Is there any modification of that ¢ 

Senator Munpr. May Lask for an interpretion? Does that preclude 
or would that include the suggestion I made if we should decide to do 
it as the MacArthur hearing was held ? 

Senator McCrievtan. That will come up later. That is a matter 
of procedure that will come up later. You had the MacArthur hear 
ing, and it was public, but they determined about releasing the testi 
mony, about whether you had television, and so forth, and that is 
something to be determined later. 

Senator Munpr. I wanted to have that clear. 

Senator McCietian. That is still open, and I did not include that. 

Senator Munpr. Are you ready for the vote ? 

Senator Porrrer. Second the motion. 

Senator Munpr. Are you ready to vote? 

( Whereupon, the motion was read by the reporter. ) 

Senator Symrneron. I don’t like that testimony in executive 
session. 

Senator McCLetian. Only by a majority. 

Senator Symrneron. I do not think we should leave any loophole 
to make people feel fied we are going to take some testimony, pos 
sibly, in executive session. I am not a lawyer, but I am just looking 
at this now from the standpoint of the reaction of the public. If 
there was some way you could change that language. 

Senator McCretian. You could add to that this one qualifying 


thing, and personally I cannot anticipate now that anything is going 


to come up where I would feel that it ought to be done in executive 
session. 
Senator Symrnoton. Therefore, why make it look as if you might? 
Senator McCrietnian. You have a point there. 


I do think it ought to be qualified to say that all testimony, whether 


taken in executive or public session should be made public. 
Senator Symrneron. Within what period of time? 
Senator Munpr. At the time we make our findings, at least. 
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Senator McCretian. I think it all ought to be public just as you 
take it. 

Senator Porrer. How did you state that, that all testimony will be 
taken in public session except by a majority vote? 

Senator McCietnan. Save and except by a majority vote of the 
subcommittee. 

Senator Symineron. I don’t like that modifying clause, and I think 
that you ought to say that all testimony will be taken in public ses- 
sion—period. 

Senator Porrrr. I have no objection. It all depends upon what 
you mean by “executive session.” 

Senator Munpr. There might be a possibility of doing it in as dig- 
nified manner as the MacArthur hearings were done. 

Senator McCietxian. I think this: that by conferring about it in 
executive sessions, we will determine we either want the testimony 
or we do not want it, and I mean what a witness is supposed to testify 
to. You can take statements and it does not keep your staff from 
taking a statement, and let them give you a written statement just 
like you go out to investigate to prepare a lawsuit, and you deter- 
mine that you want to use that testimony if it is relevant and perti- 
nent and determine all of that in an executive session. 

Senator Munpr. Don’t you bind yourself, John, by that motion, so 
that you bring in some people and if counsel and all of us hear it in 
executive session and we conclude that he is a crackpot and it is just a 
bunch of wild charges, and by your own motion you have to make it 
public and you have smeared a lot of new people. 

Senator Dirksen. You could say all sworn testimony, and it does 
not tie the Chairman’s hands. 

Senator McCLetian. In order to try to get this thing unanimous, 
I will strike that part of the motion, “save and except,” and of course 
the committee can always determine any time it can revise its pro- 
cedure by unanimous vote. I think we may strike that part of it. 

Senator Dmxsen. And insert “sworn testimony.” You cannot tie 
the Chairman’s hands, because he has got to set it up so this thing does 
not dribble along for 3 or 4 weeks. There has to be some discretion. 

Senator Symrncron. I think a statement is not testimony, but then 
we will say “sworn testimony.” I am ready for the vote on it. 

You don’t specify anybody on this side of the problem, and why not 
change it and say against the Department of the Army, instead of 
singling out Stevens and Adams. 

Senator McCLetian. Strike out “Stevens and Adams.’ 

Senator Munpr. Would you divide that motion into two parts? I 
am perfectly in accord with the procedure. 

Senator McCietian. First we will put the question. Do you favor 
this committee making the investigation? We will call the roll on 
that. 

Senator McCarruy. In listening to the reading of that, you say the 
charges made against the staff of the committee, and I think it should 
be tightened up, and the charges made against the Department of the 
Army. 

(Whereupon, the reporter read the motion as amended.) 

Senator Dirksen. I move that the committee proceed to investigate 
the controversy which has arisen with respect to the charges and 
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countercharges of misconduct which have arisen with respect to the 
staff of the committee and the Department of the Army, and all matters 
and persons pertinent thereto, and to hold public hearings thereon as 
expeditiously as possible. 

Senator Symrneton. I like that better. 

Senator Jackson. But there are two parts to this other one. 

Senator Munpr. Let us take the first one. Are you ready for the 
roll call ? 

Senator McCarthy ? 

Senator McCarrtny. Aye. 

Senator Munpr. Senator McClellan ? 

Senator McCue ian. Aye. 

Senator Munpt. Senator Jackson ? 

Senator Jackson. Aye. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Symington ? 

Senator Symineron. Aye. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Dirksen ? 

Senator Dirksen. Aye. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Potter? 

Senator Porrrer. Aye. 

Senator Munpr. Present. I vete “present” only because I do not 
believe that this is the proper committee to conduct the investigation, 
and I am in thorough accord with the rest of the resolution. 

Senator McCuietian. I move the second part of my motion, and ask 
the stenographer to read it. 

(The motion was read by the reporter.) 

Senator McCarruy. I move that all hearings be public, and that 
no testimony be taken in executive session, unless by majority vote 
of the subcommittee, and that then such testimony shall be made 
public. 

Senator Symineron. Why isn’t it better to say “all sworn testimony 
should be in public hearings” ? 

Senator McCarruy. I move that all sworn testimony be taken in 
public session. 

Senator McCietian. That is the same motion I made. I had in- 
cluded in mine that we would proceed with this investigation to the 
exclusion of all other business of the committee, because I think that 
this must be settled. 

Senator McCarruy. I will accept that. I assume that that does 
not mean the staff must quit working. 

Senator Munpr. Isthat a second to the motion ? 

Senator McCarruy. I will accept the amendment of Senator 
McClellan. 

Senator Symineron. Could we read it, if it is seconded? In any 
case can we hear it? 

(The reporter then read the motion as amended. ) 

Senator McCarrny. I move that all sworn testimony be taken at 
public session. 

Senator McCietian. Second. 

Senator Munpr. All those in favor say “aye”; contrary “no.” It 
is unanimously carried. 

Senator McCretian. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee proceed to this investigation and such public hearings thereon 
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as determined by the committee, to the exclusion of hearings on any 
other matter. 

( Discussion off the record. ) 

Senator McCiettan. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
proceed to the holding of public hearings on this controversy as now 
ordered by the committee, to the exe lusion of all other hes arings. 

Senator Munpr. Do you understand the motion ? 

Is there any objection? Opposed, no. 

Let the record show it passed unanimously. 

Senator McCarruy. | would like to make a motion that the Chair, 
and this is the motion that has been made in part before, that the 
temporary chairman be empowered to hire such counsel and staff as 
he deems necessary in this investigation, that he will consult with the 
ranking minority member and hire any such staff members as agree- 
able to both him and the1 ‘anking minority member. 

Senator Symrveron. I think that you ought to say that it be done 
subject to the majority of the committee. In other words, the chair- 
man will handle it, but I think whoever the chairman employs as a 
counsel or as investigators should be subject to approval of the ma- 
jority of the committee. 

Senator Munpr. I would get together and nominate some people 
to bring it back to you. 

Senator Jackson. The existing rules should apply. 

Senator McCarruy. Now, if you are going to suggest that the ma 
jority of the committee must approve it, I will be out of town and 
I think that—— 

Senator McCrie.xian. I don’t think we can get up a staff that quick, 
and we can proceed. 

Senator Symineton. A majority is a majority. We three aren’t 
going out of town and Everett isn’t going out of town. 

Senator McCLetLan. Subject to the rules of the committee. 

Are we to understand now that the minority is to employ a counsel 
to represent it or do we want to proceed with one counsel and one 
group of investigators ? 

Senator Munpr. I would much rather settle for the basis that we 
don’t employ anybody who isn’t acceptable to all members of the 
committee. 

Senator McCretian. I am agreeable with that. Then if you will 
make this other statement that counsel and all staff members employed 
are to serve all members of the committee alike, I accept it. 

Senator Munpt. That is quite all right. 

Senator McCie.ttan. Then it belongs to all of us. 

Senator Munpr. They shall be selected apart from any of the 
present employees of the committee. 

Senator Symineton. I don’t think anybody would object under 
these circumstances. 

Senator Munpr. It will get confidence in the proceeding. 

Senator Symrneron. You could add no one who had any connection 
with the Hill. 

Senator McCarruy. Let me suggest something. I don’t think that 
we should create the impression we are afraid of ourselves. If Karl 
hires someone, and he is acceptable to the minority and acceptable to 
us, why make it sound as though we mistrust what the chairman is 
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going todo’ Also, you may decide that in typographical work and 
that sort of thing rather than to hire » new stenographer you may use 
someone down there on this staff to type things out. 

Let me make this motion. I move that the temporary chairman be 
empowered to employ such counsel and staff as he deems necessary in 
this investigation, and that such counsel and staff members be 
employed subject to the standing rules of the subcommittee, and that 
the counsel and statt so employed shall be acceptable to and responsible 
to the minority members of the committee as well as the majority. 

Senator McCLetian. That is sufficient. 

Senator Mcunpr. Will you read the motion now ? 

(The motion was then read by the reporter. ) 

Senator Munpr. You have heard the motion. Is there any objec- 
tion? If not, it is carried unanimously. 

Senator McCietitan. I move you, then, Mr. Chairman, that this 
committee adjourn until next Tuesday morning at 10:30, at which 
time a progress report will be made with respect to obtaining counsel 
and staff for the investigation. 

Senator Munpr. You have all heard the motion. Is there any dis 
cussion’ All in favor say ‘aye’; contrary “no.” It is carried 
unanimously. 

( Whereupen the committee adjour ned at 12: 45 p.m.) 
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UNITED STATES SENATE, 
SPECIAL SUBCOMMITTEE ON INVESTIGATIONS OF 
rHE COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS, 
Washington, By ae: 

The subcommittee met at 10:30 a. m., pursuant to call, in the caucus 
room of the Senate Office Building, Senator Karl E. Mundt, presiding. 

Present : Senator Karl E. Mundt, Republican, South Dakota; Sen- 
ator Everett McKinley Dirksen, Republican, Illinois; Senator Charles 
E. Potter, Republican, Michigan; Senator Henry C. Dworshak, Re- 
publican, Idaho; Senator John L. McClellan, Democrat, Arkansas; 
Senator Henry M. Jackson, Democrat, Washington; and Senator 
Stuart Symington, Democrat, Missouri. 

Also present : Ray HH. Jenkins, chief counsel to the subcommittee ; 
Thomas R. Prewitt, assistant counsel: and Ruth Y. Watt, chief clerk. 

Principal participants: Senator Joseph R. McCarthy, a United 
States Senator from the State of Wisconsin; Roy M. Cohn, chief 
counsel to the subcommittee: Francis P. Carr, executive director of the 
subcommittee; Hon. Robert T. Stevens, Secretary of the Army; John 
G. Adams, counselor to the Army; H. Struve Hensel, Assistant Secre- 
tary of Defense; Joseph N. Welch, special counsel for the Army; and 
James D. St. Clair, special counsel for the Army. 


PROCEEDINGS 


Senator Munpr. The hearings will now come to order. 

It is customary in hearings of this type for the chairman and the 
ranking member of the committee to make preliminary statements. 
At this time the Chair will read a brief statement outlining the 
purposes and procedures and the policies of these hearings. 

May I ask the doorman to keep the doors closed from now on except 
if special guests here from Congress desire to be admitted. We will 
have to maintain a maximum degree of order with a crowd as large 
as this, in order that everybody can be fully apprised of everything 
that is going on. 

This Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations of the United 
States Senate, being a subcommittee of the Senate Committee on 
Government Operations, has now convened in open session for the 
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purpose of investigating charges heretofore made by Secretary of the 

Army, Robert T. Stevens, and his counsel, John G. Ad: ams, and for- 
malized in a document dated April 13, 1954, and filed with this sub- 
committee, and in which a general charge is made that Senator Joseph 
R. McCarthy as chairman of the Permanent Subcommittee on Inves- 
tigations, United States Senate, its chief counsel, Roy M. Cohn, as 
well as other members of its staff, sought by improper means to obtain 
preferential treatment for one Pvt. G. David Schine, United States 
Army, formerly a consultant for this subcommittee, and in which 
numerous specific allegations are made in support of that general 
charge. 

It is the further purpose of this subcommittee to investigate counter- 
charges made by Senator McCarthy, Mr. Cohn, and other members 
of their staff against Mr. Stevens, Mr. Adams, and Mr. Hensel, the 
latter of whom, as a result of these countercharges, has been advised 
by the subcommittee he is considered a party to this controversy with 
the full rights and prerogatives provided for each participant by our 
special rules of procedure. ‘These countercharges were formalized in 
a statement signed and filed with the subcommittee under date of 
April 10, 1954, in which they generally allege that Mr. Stevens, Mr. 
Adams, and Mr. Hensel attempted to disc redit what is generally re- 
ferred to as the McCarthy Investigating Committee and to force a 
discontinuance of further attempts by that committee to expose Com- 
munist infiltration in the Army, and in which it is further charged 
that Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams made constant attempts to trade off 
preferential treatment for Private Schine as an inducement to the 
subcommittee to halt its exposition of the mishandling of Com- 
munist infiltration in the military. Specific allegations are made in 
support of these general charges. 

These charges, as well as their implications, are of such a grave and 
serious nature as to have caused great concern on the part of this sub- 
committee as well as on the part of the American people. It is there- 
fore the purpose of this investigation to make a full and impartial ef- 
fort to reveal that which is true and to expose that which is false with 
respect to said charges and countercharges. 

While it may appear to some that there have been more delays than 
necessary in getting these hearings underway, let me assure you that 
there has been no lack of diligence and energy. It requires a con- 
siderable amount of background work to prepare the advance material 
required and to develop the unprecedented rules to conduct an investi- 
gation and a hearing of this type. 

We have during the past several weeks devoted many long hours 
to the problem, literally working day and night trying to solve those 
problems involved 3 in this investigation and these hearings. We have 
held well over 25 meetings and long conferences by our subcommittee 
members. mike decision, every action, and every vote has been by 
unanimous agreement on the part of the members of this subcommit- 
tee with the sole exceptions of the vote by which this committee as- 
sumed the responsibility for conducting the investigation, which I 
opposed, and the vote by which Senator Dworshak was named on the 
subcommittee to replace Senator McCarthy during these hearings 
which was opposed by Senator Dworshak. Let me add here that the 
committee members are deeply appreciative to Senator Dworshak for 
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the fact that, not being a member of this subcommittee, he has agreed 
as a member of the full committee to come with us and to serve duri ing 

the continuation of these investigations and hearings. He comes at 

considerable sacrifice to himself, against his own desires, and without 

the background of the many meetings that the subcommittee members 

have held, and, Henry, we appreci iate the fact that you have come at 

our request to serve on this committee. 

I want to express my personal appreciation to every member of this 
subcommittee for the unprecedented cooperation and dedication to 
purpose which has resulted in this long, unprecedented, and unbroken 
series of unanimous decisions. 

It is our joint determination to conduct these hearings with a maxi- 
mum degree of dignity, fairness, and thoroughness. We enter our 
duties with no prejudgments as to the verities in this controversy. We 
propose to follow the evidence wherever it leads and to give every 
party in this dispute the equitable treatment and consideration to 
which he is entitled. We have here engaged in this controversy re- 
sponsible men holding responsible positions and we shall expect them 
to proceed in the responsible manner which their posi‘ions should 
require. In this spirit, the Chair hopes and expects that each par- 
ticipant in this dispute will offer in sworn testimony only such state- 
ments as are capable of demonstrable proof. We have adopted a 
series of nine special rules for this committee investigation which were 
approved by unanimous action both by the subcommittee and the full 
Committee on Government Operations. ‘These nine rules have by now 
been widely publicized. Not only were they adopted unanimously 
but they are strictly within the framework of agreement which was 
reached in consultation with all of the major members and parties 
involved in this dispute. 

We would like to reaffirm at the outset that due to the unusual cir- 
cumstances of this inquiry and the positions held by the disputants, it 
seemed desirable to evolve rules of procedure which are somewhat of 
a departure from the usual rules for congressional inquiries or investi- 
gations. It is not our intention that these rules should establish a 
precedent which should necessarily be followed by other congressional 
committees or in other investigations where the circumstances differ 
markedly from the conditions which we have here in the currrent 
controversy. 

And now the Chair would like to make two concluding comments. 
Under the applicable standing rules of this subcommittee, the presence 
of one subcommittee member at these hearings shall constitute a 
quorum. This rule prevails in our subcommittee as a standing rule, 
solely to make certain that in the case of a test in the courts there can 
be no legal question raised as to whether at any given time a quorum 
of the subcommittee was in attendance. However, as the temporary 
chairman of the subcommittee during these hearings, I pledge you 
now that I shall not conduct these hea arings at any time that both of 
our political parties are not represented on the subcommittee. 

Since our labors began on the task in hand, numbers of our col- 
leagues and many commentators have suggested to the members of 
this subcommittee that—to use a — alism—*We are on the spot.” 
That statement is definitely correct. In a larger sense, however, to 
continue the colloquialism, the Chair would like to suggest now that 
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everybody at this end of the committee room is equally and likewise 
on the spot. Each participant in this dispute, like each member of 
our subcommittee, will be carefully checked and watched. ‘The coun- 
sel for our subcommittee, Mr. Jenkins, is likewise on the spot, repre- 
senting as he does neither side of this dispute, but serving rather to 
help oulde our entire subcommittee in its search for facts. Our 
friends reporting these hearings throughout America by radio and 
television are likewise being tried and tested by citizens everywhere, 
demanding what I am confident they will receive—fair and impartial 
coverage with no deletions or selections calculated to give advantage 
to one participant or the other in these hearings. And the diligent 
members of the working press, of whom we have seen so much these 
last few weeks, seated here before us now, are also on the spot as they 
strive with the great abilities and high sense of honor that I know 
they possess to give Americans the same facts and reports to read that 
millions of our citizens will hear or see on television screens or radio. 

We are happy to have as many guests at these hearings as this spa- 
cious room will reasonably accommodate. We ask only one condi- 
tion in return, and I hope that those now guests of this committee will 
listen to this carefully, to the end that these hearings may proceed 
with due decorum and with equal justice to all, we must insist thet 
there be no demonstrations of approval or disapproval of any kind 
at any time from the members of the audience. 

And as chairman I now instruct the officers who are in the room with 
no further word from the Chair to ask anybody initiating or partict- 
pating in such demonstrations to leave the room forthwith, and im- 
mediately. You are here as our guests and we want nothing to occur 
to disrupt the decorum of the committee. 

The reputations, the actions, and perhaps the integrity of responsi- 
ble public officials are being challenged in these hearings. Under 
these circumstances, it is right and proper that each of us at this end 
of the committee room considers himself in a sense to be on trial 
to the extent that all of us have the obligation to do our best to enable 
justice and equity to prevail throughout these unprecedented hear- 
ings. 

I am confident that each of us on this subcommittee will zealously 
ind earnestly strive to fulfill that solemn obligation. 

It gives me a great deal of pleasure now to call on my good friend, 
my faithful colleague, my able associate, senior Senator from the 
State of Arkansas, ranking member of this committee, to add some 
words of comment at this time. 

Senator McCietian. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

On behalf of the minority members, I wish to commend you for the 
very frank, full and thorough statement you have made at the begin- 
ning of these proceedings. I can add very little to it. I would like 
to say, however, on behalf of the minority members of this subeommit- 
tee, that we exceedingly regret the events and the circumstances that 
have become the subject of this inquiry. However, the charges and 
countercharges that gave rise to this controversy are of such a 
grave nature as to make these proceedings mandatory. The charges 
and accusations are so diametrically in conflict that, as I see it, they 
cannot possibly be reconciled. ; 

This committee, therefore, has the responsibility and the duty in 
the course of these hearings to develop the facts, and to establish the 
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truth or the falsity of the accusations that have been made. It will 
be an arduous and a difficult task, one that is not pleasant to contem- 
plate, but it is a job that must be done. 

Mr. Chairman, we, the Democratic members, will wholeheartedly 
undertake to cooperate with and assist the majority in making these 
hearings impartial, fair and thorough, to the end that that which is 
true may be revealed and that that which is false may be exposed 
without regard to any personalities that may be involved. 

Senator Munpr. Thank you very much, Senator McClellan. 

Our counsel, Mr. Jenkins, will now call the first witness. 

Senator McCarray. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. May I raise 
a point of order? 

I note that the specifications filed here by Mr. Stevens and Mr. 
Adams are entitled, “Filed by the Department of the Army,” and if 
I understand, the committee unanimously voted that Mr. Stevens, Mr. 
Hensel, and Mr. Adams were parties to this dispute, but the Depart- 
ment of the Army has never been made a party to this dispute. 

I may say, Mr. Chairman, that I have heard—may I have the at- 
tention of the Chair—may I say, Mr. Chairman, that I have heard 
from people in the military all the way from generals, with most up- 
standing combat records, down to privates recently inducted, and they 
indicate they are very resentful of the fact that a few Pentagon poli- 
ticians, attempting to disrupt our investigations, are naming them- 
selves the Department of the Army. 

I would suggest that the Chair direct Mr. Hensel, Mr. Stevens, and 
Mr. Adams in the future not to list themselves as Department of the 
Army, but list themselves as individuals, who they are—individuals 
who are here to prove that a private in the Army got special con- 
sideration. 

The Department of the Army is not doing this. It is three civilians 
in the Army, and they should be so named. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair will say that the statement of Mr. 
Stevens is not before it at the present time. Mr. Stevens is not the 
first witness. You may raise your point of order again if you so 
desire at the time Mr. Stevens is called. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take your time 
unduly, but we have before us as part of the record the specifications, 
call them what you may, dated April 13, 1954. These specifications 
were filed after the committee had ordered Mr Stevens and Mr. Adams 
to file specifications. I maintain it is a disgrace and reflection upon 
everyone of the million outstanding men in the Army to let a few 
civilians who are trying to hold up an investigation of Communists, 
label themselves as the Department of the Army. I do think—— 

Senator Munpr. The Chair will hold that the point of order should 
not be raised at this time. 

Senator McCarruy. MayI finish? I donot want to take the Chair’s 
time, but I do think, at the proper time, and you may not want 
to do it now, I do think at the proper time there should be stricken 
from this document the Department of the Army and substituted Mr. 
Stevens, Mr. Adams, and Mr. Hensel. 

Senator Munpr. Counsel will call the first witness. 

Senator McCretian. Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Munpr. Senator McClellan. 
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Senator McCrietian. At this point, in view of the question that has 
been raised by Senator McCarthy that the Army is not involved, I 
wish at the same time to raise the question for the committee’s con- 
sideration, when it passes on the point of order raised by the distin- 
guished Senator from Wisconsin, that in filing the statement of charges 
and specifications on the part of himself, Mr. Cohn, and Mr. Carr, 
his statement is signed, “Joe McCarthy, Chairman.” 

Mr. Chairman, I raise the question, then, that the Senate Investi- 
gating Committee then would not be involved if the Army is not 
involved, and therefore I would move to strike the word “Chairman.” 

Senator Munor. The Chair would suggest that both of the points of 
order be delayed until the point of order raised by the Senator from 
Wisconsin can be legitimately made at the time Mr. Stevens is called 
to make a statement. 

Senator McCartuy. May I say I have no objection to Mr. Stevens 
signing his name as Secretary of the Army on this report. I have no 
objection to Mr. Adams signing his title as legal counsel for the Army. 
I have no objection to Mr. Hensel signing his title to it. What I ob 
ject to is the attempt to make this a contest between me and the Army 
I have unlimited respect for 99 percent of the loyal people who make 
up this Army. I do not have any respect for the civilians in the Pen- 
tagon who have been working night and day to attempt to shift an 
investigation of communism, Communist infiltration, into an investi- 
gation of one private in the Army. If we are in that investigation of 
the private, and I think we have to go through with it—may I have 
your attention, Mr. Chairman—let us keep the situation in the proper 
perspective. 

Senator Munpr. You will be overruled at this time because it is 
not appropriate. You may present it at the proper time. 

Senator McCarrny. I would like to make it very clear that there is 
no contest between Senator McCarthy and the Department of the 
Army. All that Senator McCarthy has been trying to do is expose 
the Communists who have infiltrated the Department of the Army, a 
very small percent. 

Senator Munpr. The counsel will call the first witness. 

Senator McCretxan. I would like to make it equally clear that there 
is no controversy between members of this committee and the other 
parties involved in this controversy. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair suggests that perhaps reading the offi- 
cial presentation which is before this committee will clarify both of 
these points of order. I shall reread the first two paragraphs so that 
this is eminently clear all the way around: 

This Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations of the United States Senate, 
being a subcommittee of the Senate Committee on Government Operations, has 
now convened in open session for the purpose of investigating charges heretofore 
made by Secretary of the Army, Robert T. Stevens, and his counsel, John G. 
Adams and formalized in a document dated April 13, 1954, and filed with this 
subcommittee, and in which a general charge is made that Senator Joseph R. 
McCarthy as chairman of the Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations, United 
States Senate, its chief counsel, Roy M. Cohn, as well as other members of its 
staff, sought by improper means to obtain preferential treatment for one Pvt. G. 
David Schine, United States Army, formerly a consultant for this subcommittee, 


and which numerous specific allegations are made in support of that general 
charge. 
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It is the further purpose of this subcommittee to investigate countercharges 
made by Senator McCarthy, Mr. Cohn, and other members of their staff against 
Mr. Stevens, Mr. Adams, and Mr. Hensel, the latter of whom, as a result of 
these countercharges, has been advised by the subcommittee he is considered a 
party to this controversy with the full rights and prerogatives provided for 
each participant by our special rules of procedure. These countercharges were 
formalized in a statement signed and filed with the subcommittee under date 
of April 10, 1954, in which they generally allege that Mr. Stevens, Mr. Adams, 
and Mr. Hensel attempted to discredit what is generally referred to as the 
McCarthy investigating committee and to force a discontinuance of further 
attempts by that committee to expose Communist infiltration in the Army, and 
in which it is further charged that Mr. Stevens and Mr. Adams made constant 
attempts to trade off preferential treatment for Private Schine as an induce- 
ment to the subcommittee to halt its exposition of the mishandling of Commu- 
nist infiltration in the military. Specific allegations are made in support of 
these general charges. 

That seems to make it very clear by identifying the participants 
involved, which the scope of this inquiry is intended to adjudicate. 

Mr. Counsel, you may call the first witness. 

Mr. Jenxins. Mr. Chairman, I should like to call as the first witness 
for Mr. Stevens, Mr. Adams, and Mr. Hensel, Maj. Gen. Miles Reber. 

Senator Munpr. Will you stand and be sworn, General Reber ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you are about to give will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God? 

General Reser. I do, so help me God. 

Senator Munpr. You may be seated. 


We will proceed. 
TESTIMONY OF MAJ. GEN. MILES REBER 


Mr. JenKINs. Will you please tell this committee your full name? 

General Reser. Miles Reber. 

Mr. Jenkins. Your rank? 

General Reser. Major General, United States Army. 

Mr. JenKtNs. Where are you presently stationed, General ? 

General Reser. I am now Commanding General, Western Area 
Command, United States Army, Europe, with station at Kaiserslautern 
in Germany. 

Senator McCartny. I wonder if you could identify counsel for Mr. 
Reber who is sitting beside him. 

Mr. Hensex. I happen to be sitting beside him, and I am not counsel 
for General Reber. Senator McCarthy knows well who I am, and 
so does everyone else here. 

Mr. Jenxins. You are Mr. Hensel? 

Mr. Henset. That is correct. 

Mr. Jenkins. Have you recently flown here, General Reber, for the 
purpose of testifying in this controversy ? 

General Reser. Yes. I left Germany on Sunday, and arrived here 
on Monday. 

Mr. Jenkins. Where were you stationed, General, as of July 8, 
1953 ? 

General Reser. On July 8, 1953, Mr. Jenkins, I was Chief of Leg- 
islative Liaison of the Deoariendt of the Army, stationed here in 
Washington, D. C. 
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Mr. Jenxins. At that time, were you personally acquainted with 
Senator McCarthy ? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. With Mr. Roy Cohn? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. With Mr. Carr? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxins. In short, what were your duties as of July 8, 1953 ¢ 

General Reser. I was charged, as Chief of Legislative Liaison of 
the Department of the Army, with three major missions. Those mis- 
sions were to formulate, coordinate, and supervise the legislative poli- 
cies and programs of the Army except for matters pertaining to 
appropriations. 

The second point was to insure the maintenance of proper relations 
between the Congress and the Army. 

And the third point was to advise the Secretary of the Army and 
the Chief of Staff on the status of congressional relationships and on 
developments affecting Army interests in proposed legislation. 

Mr. JenxKins. On or about July 8 of last year, did or did not you 
receive a call from Senator McCarthy and/or any member of his staff ? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. On the afternoon of July 8, I received a 
call from Senator McCarthy. 

Mr. Jenkins. That was a telephone call? 

General Reser. Yes, sir, Mr. Jenkins. 

Mr. Jenkins. I will ask you to now tell the committee what the 
purpose of the call was as expressed by Senator McCarthy at that time. 

General Reser. Senator McCarthy requested that 1 come to his 
office to see him at that time. 

Mr. Jenxins. As a result of that request, did you go to his office? 

General Reser. Yes, sir, I did, on the afternoon of Wednesday, 
July 8. 

Mr. Jenxrns. And was anyone present when you arrived at his office, 
besides Senator McCarthy ? 

General Reser. My first conversation was with the Senator alone in 
his office. 

Mr. Jenkins. I will ask you at this time, General, to relate to this 
committee the conversation verbatim as well as you can remember it. 

General Reser. At that time, Senator McCarthy informed me that 
he was very much interested in obtaining a direct Reserve commis- 
sion for his consultant, Mr. G. David Schine. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you know G. David Schine at that time? 

General Reser. I did not know him personally. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Had you heard of him? 

General Rever. Yes, sir: I had. 

Mr. Jenkins. Proceed with the conversation. 

General Reser. The Senator pointed out as I recall it that he felt 
that Mr. Schine because of his background of investigative experience 
with the committee was fully qualified for a commission. 

Mr. Jenxins. What else, if anything, did Senator McCarthy state 
to you on that occasion ? : 

General Reser. At about that time, as I recall it, a few minutes 
after I initiated my conversation with the Senator, Mr. Roy Cohn 
came into the room. Mr. Cohn also emphasized it. ; 
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Mr. Jenkins. Was Mr. Cohn chief counsel for Senator McCarthy 
and his committee at that time, that is for Senator McCarthy ? 

General Reser. Yes, sir; he was. 

Mr. Jenkins. All right, you may proceed. 

General Reser. Mr. Cohn came into the room, and he further em- 
phasized the qualifications of Mr. Schine for a commission. 

Mr. Jenkins. Will you state what qualifications Mr. Cohn claimed 
to have been possessed by Mr. Schine at that time ? 

General Reser. Mr. Cohn informed me that Mr. Schine had been 
a junior ship’s officer in the Army Transport Service, and had served 
in that capacity for approximately 1 year beginning in the fall of 
1946 on the United States Army Transport General Widner, and that 
Mr. Schine had at that time the assimilated rank of a first lieutenant. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did he or not at that time state to you anything with 
reference to Mr. Schine’s special qualifications by reason of his train- 
ing and background in the detection of infiltrations of communism 
in the Army? 

General Reser. To the best of my recollection, I believe that he 
mentioned at that time Mr. Schine’s qualifications as an investigator 
and I do not recall any specific conversation about communism. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you recall any other material statement made on 
that occasion by either the Senator or his counsel, Mr. Cohn? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Please state it. 

General Reser. It was emphasized to me that there was a very 
definite necessity for speed in looking into the possibility of obtaining 
this commission, because the status of Mr. Schine under the Selective 
Service Act was apparently about to change. 

Mr. Jenxuns. Is that or not in substance the conversation on that 
occasion ? 

General Reser. There is one additional fact, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. What is that, General ¢ 

General Reser. That was that I requested Mr. Cohn to furnish me 
a biographical background of Mr. Schine in order that I might look 
into this question thoroughly for the Senator. I also stated, as I 

recall it, to the best of my ability, that I would proceed to look into 
this thing as carefully as I possibly could and take what action that 
I properly could at that time. Senator McCarthy also requested me 
to keep Mr. Cohn thoroughly posted on the progress of my investiga- 
tion. That, in substance, was the conversation I had with Senator 
McCarthy and Mr. Cohn on the afternoon of July 8th of last year. 

Mr. Jenxins. As a result of what was said, were you or not fur- 
nished with a biographical background of Mr. Schine? 

General Reser. Yes, sir; I received that biographical background 
the following morning, Thursday, July 9, and I received a second 
copy of it through the mail on the afternoon of July 9. The first copy 
came by riding page from the Senate. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did anyone from the McCarthy committee contact 
you on the following day, that is July 9, 1953? 

General Reser. I believe the only contact that was made at that 
time was made by me directly with the McCarthy committee myself. 

Mr. Jenxins. You initiated that contact? 


General Reser. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Jenkins. To whom did you talk? 

General Reser. I talked to Mr. Cohn, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. What, if anything, was said by Mr. Cohn on that 
occasion with reference to Schine ? 

General Reser. In order to clarify my conversation, I believe I 
should give for the record the actions that I took that morning in 
order to explain my conversation with Mr. Cohn. 

Mr. JeNK1INs. Will you do so, General ? : 

General Reser. Upon my return to the Pentagon on the evening of 
July 8, it was late and it was too late for me to take any action on 
this case. The next morning after the receipt of the biographical 
data, I then called the acting chief of transportation, Brig. Gen. Paul 
Yount, and I asked him without giving him any names of the people 
involved in this case, whether or not an individual who had served 
for a year or approximately a year as a ship’s officer, junior ship’s 
officer, in the Army Transport Service, in 1946 and 1947, and who 
was otherwise physically and mentally qualified for a commission, 
whether or not an individual with those particular qualifications, could 
be given a direct commission in the Officers’ Reserve Corps. General 
Yount, after looking into that matter called me back and informed 
me that it appeared that an individual with those qualifications could 
probably be commissioned in the Reserve Corps of the Transportation 
Corps. 

Mr. Jenkins. Could probably ? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. .You may proceed. 

General Reser. My next step then, very frankly, because I con- 
sidered it my.duty because of the importance of this particular case, 
was for me to consult with Gen. John E. Hull, who was then Vice 
Chief of Staff of the Department of the Army. 

On that particular day, I believe that Gen. Lawton Collins, who 
was Chief of Staff, was absent from Washington. 

So I felt it my duty to report to General Hull this specific case to 
make my recommendations to General] Hull and to receive his approval 
or disapproval of those recommendations. 

Senator Munpr. Is that Hall or Hull? 

General Reser. Hull, H-u-]-l. 

Senator Munpr. Thank you. 

General Reser. I reported personally to General Hull the essence 
of my conversation with Senator McCarthy and Mr. Cohn on the pre- 
ceding day. I also reported to him that I had discussed the matter 
that morning with General Yount, without mentioning any names 
to General Yount, and that General Yount had told me that appar- 
ently an individual with those qualifications could receive a com- 
mission. 

I then recommended to General Hull that I process the case in ac- 
cordance with the then current Army regulations. 

General Hull gave me a specific instruction that the case was to be 
processed entirely in accordance with then current Army regulations. 

I also asked General Hull because of the importance of the case as 
to whether or not he desired me to inform the Secretary of the Army 
of this case. General Hull informed me that he desired me to so 
inform the Secretary, and I did that. I do not believe I did it on 
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that actual day, because I believe Mr. Stevens was also out of town on 
that particular day. 

After these conversations, I then called Mr. Cohn and requested 
that Mr. Schine be sent over to the Pentagon building as soon as 
possible so that we could begin processing him for a_ possible 
commission. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was that done? 

General Rexer. Yes, sir; it was. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you have any personal knowledge of what oc- 
curred when Mr. Schine appeared for the purpose of being processed ? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Will you relate that, please ? 

General Reser. From a consultation of all available records in the 
Department, and from my own personal recollection of the case, on 
the afternoon of Wednesday, July 15, one of the members of my staff 
reported to me that he had received a telephone call from Mr. Schine. 
I believe, to keep the record straight, I should insert that prior to that 
time and shortly after my conversation with General Yount and Gen- 
eral Hull, I had informed three members of my personal staff of this 
request for a commission in order that they nigh be able to act in the 
event that I did not happen to be in the office when Mr. Schine came 
in. Those members were Col. Ralph C. Bing, who was then my 
deputy, Col. John P. Maher, who was then the Executive Officer of 
the Office of Legislative Liaison, and also Lt. Col. F. J. Bremmerman, 
who is the Assistant Executive Officer. 

Now to return to July 15: On the afternoon of July 15, Colonel 
Bremmerman reported to me that he had received a call from Mr. 
Schine who stated, in effect, that he desired to come over to the Penta- 
gon that afternoon and hold up his hand. I instructed Colonel 
Bremmerman 

Mr. Jenxins. What is the significance of the statement “hold up 
his hand”? 

General Reser. To me the significance of “to hold up his hand” 
meant to be sworn in as a Reserve officer that afternoon. 

Mr. JENKINS. Very well. 

Senator McCarrny. Mr. Chairman, may [ raise a point? 

Senator Munpr. Do you have a point of order? 

Senator McCarrnuy. As a point of order, I assume these hearings 
are going to continue for quite some time, and the thought occurred 
to me now as to whether or not we will allow hearsay evidence. I 
think that obviously the Chair must be lenient to a certain extent in 
allowing hearsay. I know you do not follow the court rules. On 
the other hand, if evidence of any importance is put in by way of 
hearsay, I believe the individual who is quoted should be available and 
put under oath and be sworn. I make that point because the general 
is repeating hearsay. 

Senator Munpr. May the Chair reply that the screening commit- 
tee, in reading the first statement submitted officially under the 24-hour 
rules, which was yesterday, had that before it. That statement in- 
cluded some testimony which was not direct testimony. We decided 
informally among ourselves, and tentatively, that in such circum- 
stances we would try to give as much reasonable I: ititude as we could so 
that each party to the dispute could present his case in his best light, 
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provided the witnesses would be available to give direct testimony if 
they were required. That rule will hold here. 

Senator McCarruy. May I say, Mr. Chairman, I would agree with 
that rule, but I agree it would be impossible for Mr. Jenkins to 
present a complete case unless he did at times allow hearsay testi- 
mony. But my only thought is that where hearsay testimony of any 
importance is put in, that then the witness be available if any indi- 
vidual wants to call him. 

Senator Munpr. That may be done. And I might add, as the very 
experienced attorney and counsel, the first reaction of Mr. Jenkins 
yesterday upon the reading of the statement was that we eliminate 
everything that was not direct testimony. And we said perhaps in 
the interest of illuminating the hearings and expediting them we 
should give some latitude providing the witnesses are available. We 
are proceeding on that basis. 

Senator McCartuy. I think that is agreeable. 

Mr. Jenxtns. If those witnesses are not available, Mr. Chairman, 
ind if they are not produced as witnesses, I certainly will not insist 
upon hes arsay testimony. 

Senator Munpr. Ver y good. You may proceed, General. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Now, General, will you proceed with your statement? 
General Reeser. After receiving this message from Colonel Brem- 
merman, I instructed Colonel Bing and Colonel Bremmerman to 

process Mr. Schine —- 

Senator Munpt. Could you speak a little louder? Or maybe pull 
the microphones a little ¢ loser. 

General Reser. Yes, sir 

After receiving the contents of this telephone message from Lieu 
tenant Colonel Bremmerman, I instructed Colonel Bing and Colonel 
Bremmerman to process Mr. Schine strictly in a ‘cordance with the 
re al ations when he came over to the office that afternoon. 

I was informed that afternoon that Mr. Schine did come. I know 
that he was in the office. I know that he started filling out his appli- 
cation for a commission, and I have seen the official record of the 
physical examination that he took that afternoon. 

There seemed to be considerable difficulty that afternoon—there was 
considerable difficulty that afternoon—in getting Mr. Schine to fill 
out a full application. Colonel Bing reported to me that Mr. Schine 
eemed to have an attitude of haste and impatience. I then personally 
poke to Mr. Schine—— 

Senator McCietian. Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Munpr. A point of order by Mr. McClellan. 

Senator McCuetian. I am sorry to interrupt, but I want to know 
if Colonel Bing is going to be a witness to corroborate that statement. 

General Reser. I do not know, sir. 

Senator McCuetuan. I do not believe that testimony would be 
proper unless Colonel Bing is going to be here to back it up. 

Senator Munpr. Under our rule, I think the Chair would have to 
sustain the point of order unless the colonel is called as a witness. 

Senator McC ieiian. It would call for an opinion of this witness as 
to what somebody else told him, and I do not think it would be quite 
proper. 
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Mr. Wetcu. Mr. Chairman, I am informed Colonel Bing is in 
Kent ucky and can be made available. 

Senator Munpr. If he can be made available, the statement may 
stand. 

General Reser. I received, then, this report from Colonel Bing, 
which I understand af will be asked to testify about later. I then 
personally saw Mr. Schine and explained to him the necessity for 
filling out—— 

Senator McCarruy. May I have identified for the record the gentle- 
man to Mr. Reber’s left who just spoke ? 

Senator Munpr. He is Mr. St. Clair, who is the associate counsel 
with Mr. Welch. Iam sorry, it was Mr. Welch himself. Mr. Welch 
and Mr. St. Clair are two of the members of the counsel for Mr. 
Stevens, Mr. Adams, and Mr. Hensel. 

Senator McCarrny. Thank you. 

General Reser. I then saw Mr. ee very briefly that afternoon 
and explained to him the necessity for going through the full process 
of trying for a commission under his own person: al signature and of 
receiving the necessary physical examination and processing. I then, 
because of another appointment on Capitol Hill, did not follow the 
case for the rest of the afternoon. When | returned to my office at ap 
proximately 5:30 or a quarter to six that evening, Mr. Schine had 
left. 

He left with us an application that was not completely filled out. 
On the next day, Thursday, July 16, it was necessary to get hold 
again of Mr. Schine to have him fill in some of the data that was 
not complete in this particular necessary application for a com- 
mission. 

Further that day, as I recall, to the best of my ability, it was also 
necesary for me to send the application over to the Capitol to Mr. 
Cohn to request him to send it to Mr. Schine for a final piece of infor- 
mation. That application was sent to Mr. Schine through Mr. Cohn, 
and it was returned either late that evening or the next morning early 
by Mr. Cohn’s office to me. 

That brings us up to Friday, July 17. 

On that date the Adjutant General of the Army started processing 
Mr. Schine’s application for a commission. Because of his previous 
service in the United States Army Transport Service, it was first sent 
to the Transportation Corps of the Army. 

The application was found by the Transportation Corps of the 
Army that Mr. Schine was not qualified under the then current regu- 
lations for a direct commission in the Reserve Corps of the Trans- 
portation Corps because his actual service in 1946 was not in what 
we would normally term the capacity of a junior ship’s officer, that 
is, an officer having navigational responsibility for the ship, but it 
was more in a position of a purser. 

The commission was also thoroughly processed by the Office of the 
Provost Marshal General because of Mr. Schine’s investigative back- 
ground. That office found that he was not qualified under the then 
current regulations. 

Likewise because of his investigative background, I had an informal 
inquiry made in the Office of the Chief of Psychological Warfare, and 
I was informed that he was not qualified for that, because one of the 








40 SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 


prerequisites for a commission in the Office of Psychological Warfare 
is 3 years of prior military experience, which Mr. Schine did not have. 

During this period and up until the end of the month of July, I 
received numerous telephone calls from Mr. Cohn urging speed in this 
case, and urging a favorable result as soon as possible. 

Mr. Jenkins. How many telephone calls would you estimate you 
received, General ? 

General Reser. I could only make an estimate, Mr. Jenkins, because 
of course I did not keep a record of those telephone calls, but I would 
say that at times I received 2 and 3 telephone calls a day, and there 
were other days, of course, on which I received either 1 or no tele- 
phone calls. But I received consistently throughout that period 
possibly an average of two telephone calls. 

Mr. Jenkins. And will you state again what period that embraced ¢ 

General Reser. It embraced the period from approximately July 17 
until the end of the month, approximately July 30 or 31. In this 
connection I also received 2 or 3 telephone calls directly from the 
Senator on the same situation. 

Senator McCarrny. I missed his answer. 

Mr. Jenkins. He received during that period, that is, the middle 
of July to the latter part of July, some 2 or 3 calls from the Senator. 

Senator McCarrnuy. Saying what? 

Mr. Jenkins. Of the same general tenor, as I understood him. 

Is that what you said ? 

General Reser. Two or three telpehone calls from you, Senator, 
urging the necessity for speed in this case. 

Mr. Jenkins. Very well. 

Senator Munpr. Could you lift your voice just a little louder? It 
is hard to hear. 

General Reser. On Thursday, July 23, 1953, I was informed by 
the Adjutant General that Mr. Schine’s application for commission 
had been thoroughly processed and had been found that he was not 
qualified for a direct commission in the Reserve Corps of the Army 
under the then current qualifications or requirements for such com- 
mission. Iso informed Mr. Cohn by telephone as I had agreed to keep 
Mr. Cohn thoroughly posted during the entire processing of this case. 

At the same time I notified Mr. Cohn of one additional prospect. 

At that time in July of 1953, the Commanding Generals of the six 
Continental Army areas, in which the United States is divided, had 
authority on their own to award direct commissions for specialists to 
fill existing vacancies in their own organization. I conferred with the 
technical people in the Office of the Adjutant General about this possi- 
bility, and on the 23d of July when I was informed that the application 
for commission had been processed by the Department, and had been 
denied, I then started the machinery rolling to have Mr. Schine con- 
sidered for a direct commission to fill a specific vacancy by the Com- 
manding General, First Army, at Governors Island in New York, 
because Mr. Schine was then a resident of New York City. 

The actual processing of that application was sent by the Adjutant 
General to the Commanding General of the First Army. My office 
kept in touch with this processing by telephone. 

Between the period July 23-24 and the end of the month, Mr. 
Schine’s application was considered thoroughly by a board of officers 





SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 41 


appointed specifically for that purpose by the Commanding General, 
First Army. That board found that Mr. Schine was not qualified to 
fill any specialist vacancy that existed in the First Army at that time. 
I received that information, as I recall it, on either the 29th or 30th of 
July, and I am not exactly sure which date. 

I then telephoned that information to Mr. Cohn, as soon as I re- 
ceived it. 

About that time, either just before or just after I sent Mr. Cohn this 
information, I was asked by him, by telephone, to inquire as to the 
possibility of obtaining a commission for Mr. Schine in the Depart- 
ment of the Air Force or the Department of the Navy. In response 
to that request, I telephoned first to Maj. Gen. Robert E. L. Eaton, who 
at that time was director of legislative liaison of the Department of 
the Air Force. 

In my conversation with General Eaton, I did not use any names. 
I merely asked General Eaton, and I stated to him, of course, that 
he knew that I was the legislative liaison business and he knew my re- 
quests came from Members of Congress and I did state to him that 
I had a specific request from a Senator to determine whether or not 
an individual with the following qualifications could be given a direct 
commission in the Department of the Air Force, and I then outlined 
Mr. Schine’s qualifications as they had been furnished officially to the 
Department of the Army. 

General Eaton replied that at the time the Department of the Air 
Force was not giving any direct Reserve commissions of any kind. 

I then endeavored to reach Adm. Ira Nunn, who was then Judge 
Advocate General of the Navy. I was not able to reach him, and I 
then talked to Comdr. James Carnes, the existing officer of the Legisla- 
tive Division, Office of the Judge Advocate General of the Navy. 
Again, in my conversation with Commander Carnes, I gave no names. 
T merely outlined the qualifications of the individual. 

Commander Carnes, after doing some checking, as I recall it, called 
me back and stated that the Navy’s requirements for direct commis- 
sions in the Naval Reserve Corps at that time were substantially the 
same as those of the Army, and he emphasized the fact that one of 
the Navy’s specific requirements was prior military service. 

I then informed Mr. Cohn of the results of those two conversations. 

Mr. JenKiNs. General, is that now the end of your connection with 
the so-called “efforts” to procure preferential treatment for Schine? 

General Reprr. There was one other episode in which I was—yes, 
I was directly connected ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Is it material to the issue? 

General Reser. No, sir; I do not believe it is. 

Mr. Jenkins. Let us stop there. 

General Reser. Right, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Now, General, I want to make myself clear. I do 
not represent Mr. Adams, Mr. Stevens, Mr. Hensel, nor do I repre- 
sent the Senator and the members of his staff, but I represent this 
= It now becomes my duty to, certainly to the extent that 

I deem proper, and in order that this committee may determine the 
weight to be given to your testimony, cross-examine you. 

General Reber, you, in your position with the Army, receive many 
telephone calls from many Senators, Congressmen, administrative 
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officials, and others, with reference to the inductees, draftees, or those 
ibout to become so, did you not ? 

General Reser. Yes, Mr. Jenkins, I did. 

Mr. Jenxrns. And that has been common practice, I would say, 

ince the time to which your memory runneth not to the contrary, is if 
not ¢ 

General Reser. Yes. sir 

Mr. Jenxrns. So that these telephone calls and conversations from 
Senator McCarthy, we will discuss him first, were not unusual, were 
they ? 

General Reser. No, sir; telephone calls from Senators were not 
imusual. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you at any time feel that Senator McCarthy was 
\ oh pressuring you / 

General Rept R. No, sir: I cannot Say that I felt that he was high- 
pressuring me to a great extent. I was sure that he wanted a favor- 
able answer. TI could tell that. 

Mr. Jenkins. You knew of the tremendously important work in 
which Senator McCarthy was then engaged, did you not? 

General Reser. I certainly did, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And that was the investigation of Communists and of 
the infiltration of Communists in industry, in every branch of the 
Government, as well as in the Army? 

General Reser. That was my understanding. 

Mr. Jenxins. General, you would regard that as work than which 
there could possibly be no more important work insofar as the security 
of the Nation is concerned, would you not? 

Mr. Jenkins. It would have top billing and top priority over every- 
thing else, that is correct, is it not ? 

General Reser. I certainly think it is vital, sir 

General Reser. I have to be very frank, sir, I am under oath. I 
cannot say over everything else, but it would be very high priority. 

Mr. Jenxrns. Does any endeavor on the part of any individual or 
group of individuals occur to you as being more important and espe- 
cially at this particular time, than that of the tracking down and 
ferreting out of Communists or those with Communistic leanings 
whether they be in the Army or anywhere else in this country ? 

General Reser. Certainly not to my knowledge, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. And that was the work that Senator McCarthy was 
doing, was it not ? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And that was the work that he told you that G. David 
Schine was doing, was it not? 

General Reser. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Jenxrns. And so in evaluating these telephone calls and con- 
tacts from Senator McCarthy to you, with respect to G. David Schine, 
one would have to, and I am sure you did, take into consideration not 
only the individual but the character and the importance of the work 
in which he was engaged. That is correct, is it not? 

General Reser. I certainly did, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. And you were told and you know, or rather you were 
told, by both Senator McCarthy and Mr. Cohn that Schine was an 
expert, trained investigator, with a background of experience, pos- 
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sessing a peculiar knowledge of what constituted a Communist and 
the means and best methods available of detecting a Communist. 
They told you that, did they not? 

General Reser. Yes, - they did. 

Mr. Jenxtns. Now, General, you have spoken of numerous calls, 
some, I believe, 3 or 4, from Senator McCarthy and numerous others 
from Mr. Cohn. Taking into consideration the vital work in which 
they told yon Schine was engaged, I believe you say that you did not 
regard the efforts of Senator McCarthy as being improper in any 
respect in his efforts to get some, shall we say, preferential treatment 
for Schine SO that he could assist in carrying on this investigative 
work of the Senate; is that right 

General Reser. I believe, Mr. Jenkins, I said that I did not consider 
that Senator McCarthy’s telephone calls to me were out of the normal 
amount—I will not say normal, out of the experience that I had had 
before in cases of this kind. I do not believe I said anything about 
the propriety of those calls. 

Mr. Jenkins. What about Mr. Cohn? 

General Reser. I felt that Mr. Cohn was persistently after me, sir. 
That is the feeling that I had all during this performance. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you feel that Mr. Cohn’s efforts on behalf of this 
boy engaged in this particular line of endeavor along with Mr. Cohn 
and the Senator were improper ? 

General Reser. I felt this, Mr. Jenkins. I felt that in view of the 
position of the committee staff, that 1 was being put under definite 
pressure, because I know, sir, that there is a specific proviso whereby 
an individual who is considered to be sufficiently important to the 
national safety, health, and interest, that he should remain on his 
then current duties, that individual can be exempted from selective 
service. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you know whether or not any application had been 
made by Schine with his selective service board to be exe mpted or 
deferred on account of this vital work in which he was engaged ? 

General Reser. I do not, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. You do not. Now, General, you know _ character 
of work being carried on at Fort Monmouth, do you not, or you know 
of it, and at the time ? 

General Reser. I know of it; yes, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Did you know that at that time, that is, July 1953, and 
perhaps before that time, the McCarthy Investigating Committee 
was laying the groundwork for an investigation of Communist infil- 
tration at Fort Monmouth ? 

General Reser. I did not, in July of 1953, know that. 

Mr. Jenkins. You later learned that fact; did you not? 

General Reser. I did, Mr. Jenkins. 

Mr. Jenkins. And you later learned that as a result of the Sen- 
ator’s efforts, together with that of his staff, at least 38 civilian em- 
ployees at Fort “Monmounth were either fired or suspended because 
of their communistic leanings or background. That is true; is it not? 

General Reser. I know that a number of—a number of approxi- 
mating 33, I believe, Mr. Jenkins, were sus spended. I frankly do not 
know the details or the reasons for their suspension. 
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Mr. Jenkins. Do you know that G. David Schine participated in 
the investigation of Fort Monmouth ? 

General Reser. It is my understanding that he did. 

Mr. Jenkins. Fort Monmouth is the very site upon which the de- 
fenses against both the atomic and the hydrogen bomb are planned 
and laid; is that correct? It is the Signal Corps of the Army ! 

General Reser. It is the Signal Corps Research and Development 
Activity, sir, which is vital to the activity. 

Mr. Jenkins. And there is located there radar installations, and 
the study of electronic devices. So that there certainly 

Senator Munpr. May the Chair suggest that the reporter cannot 
interpret a nod. If you will say “yes” or “no” or qualify your an- 
swer. But a shake of the head or a nod of the head is hard for the 
reporter to hear. 

Mr. Jenkins. So that it was vital to the interests and the safety 
and the security of the Nation that there, of all places, be no employee 
or no member of the Army at Fort Monmouth who was a doubtful 
security risk. That is correct; is it not? 

General Reser. That certainly is, Mr. Jenkins. 

Mr. Jenkins. And that is the character of work that was carried 
on by the Senator, the members of the staff, including Schine, and 
with the result that 33 questionable civilian employees were dis- 
charged or suspended. ‘That is correct; isn’t it? 

General Reser. Of my own personal knowledge—— 

Mr. Jenkins. That is a matter of general knowledge, isn’t it, Gen- 
eral Reber; a matter of general knowledge? 

General Reser. It is a matter of general knowledge, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. Yes. 

General Reser. That Senator McCarthy’s subcommittee investi- 
gated Fort Monmouth. It is a matter of general knowledge, also, 
that various people were suspended at Fort Monmouth, and I don’t 
believe it is a matter of general knowledge as to reasons why 
those individuals were suspended. 

Mr. Jenxins. Well, General, if only one was suspended, you 
would not minimize the importance and the result of that investiga- 
tion. One would be one too many; would it not? 

General Reser. One certainly, one subversive person would be far 
too many, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. I now turn the witness over to the chairman for fur- 
ther examination. 

Senator Munpr. Thank you, Counsel Jenkins, and may I say that 
you have progressively and successively asked most of the questions 
that [hadin mind. Ido have 1 or 2. 

Did Mr. Carr at any time, General Reber, intercede with you in be- 
half of Mr. Schine? 

General Reser. Not with me personally, sir. 

Senator Munpr. With you personally ? 

General Reser. No, I believe, and I don’t want to get into the hear- 
say field, but I believe that there is a possibility of calls to my staff. 

Senator Munpr. To your personal knowledge—— 

General Reser. To my personal knowledge he did not call me, sir. 

Senator Munpr. The calls then were those made by Mr. Cohn and 
Senator McCarthy ¢ 
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General Reser. That is correct. 

Senator Munpt. Do you know of your personal knowledge the 
date that Mr. Schine was inducted into the —e é 

General Reser. Not the exact date, Mr. Chairman, I know of my 
personal knowledge that he was inducted e: a in November of 1953. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair does not recall your mentioning any 
telephone calls after about the end of July. 

General Reser. That is correct. 

Senator Munpr. Was there some reason why the calls stopped at 
the end of July, instead of at the end of October, and did you have 
a transfer or were you still in the same position ? 

General Reser. Between the end of July and the first of October 
I remained as Chief of Legislative Liaison. I was actually assigned 
to the Office of Legislative Liaison during October. 

Senator Munpr. But the last call that you received from either 
Senator McCarthy or Mr. Cohn on the Schine matter was approxi- 
mately the last part of July? 

General Reser. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Munpr. Just one final question, I think the order to bring 
your testimony directly into the purview of the hearings—and let 
me ask you the question first from the standpoint of Senator McCarthy 
and then from the es of Mr. Cohn. I will not ask it from 
the standpoint of Mr. Carr since he did not call you. Did you con- 
sider any of the calls or conversations that you had with Senator 
McCarthy to come under the heading of using improper means to 
induce or intimidate you to give Mr. Schine a commission ? 

General Rener. No, sir; I was not intimidated or anything like that. 

Senator Munpr. Let me ask you the same question concerning Mr. 
Cohn. Did you consider any of his calls or conversations to be of 
a nature to comprise an improper effort to induce or intimidate you 
to give Private Schine a commission ? 

General Reser. None of Mr. Cohn’s calls to me were of that 
character. 

Senator Munpt. I think we are going to proceed with a maximum 
of 10 minutes without interruption. 

Senator McCarrny. I am sorry, I cannot hear the witness. What 
was the last answer? 

General Reser. None of Mr. Cohn’s calls to me were of that 
character. 

Senator Munpr. Under the rules of the subcommittee, each of the 
members of the committee, and then the counsel for the respective 
sides, has a maximum of 10 minutes of questioning. The Chair will 
now call on Senator McClellan. 

Senator McCieLian. General Reber, your first contact with Senator 
McCarthy was on July 8, at his request, at which time you came to 
his office and you were there informed of what the purpose of the 
conference was. 

General Reser. Yes, sir; Senator McClellan. 

Senator McCietian. Now, there was nothing unusual or out of the 
ordinary in any respect that a Senator might call you or call any 
other represent: itive of the Army, or any other branch of the service 
to ascertain if an applicant might receive a direct commission ? 

General Reser. Nothing unusual, Senator. 
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Senator McCLetian. In other words, that is frequently done? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCretian. And they are frequently granted, where the 
applicant can qualify? 

General Reser. Th: at is correct, 

Senator McCrietian. Not so sani now as they were during 
World War IT and an earlier period ? 

General Reser. That is correct, sir. 

Senator McCiettan. They are quite limited in number now, I be 
lieve; is that correct ? 

General REpeEr. Very limited: direct commissions are very limited 
how. 

Senator McCietzan Now, Senator McCarthy only had with you 
some 2 or 3 more contacts, and that was by te lephone. Did he in your 
presence or at any time did you learn from him that he had diree ‘ted or 
instructed Mr. Cohn to pursue this matter with you? 

General Reser. During my first conversation with Senator Mc- 
Carthy and Mr. Cohn, the Senator requested me to keep Mr. Cohn 
fully posted on ba progress of this case, and I interpreted that as 
being also instructions for Mr. Cohn to follow up with me. 

Senator McCLetLtan. Now then, that is what I want to try to deter- 
mine, whether Mr. Cohn in his contacts with you and in his telephone 
calls was acting in his individual capacity as a friend, we will assume, 
of Mr. Schine, or if he was acting as a member of the committee staff, 
thus representing the committee, or undertaking to represent the com- 
mittee, or was he acting as the personal representative of the chairman. 
Irom your experience, from what occurred, please tell this committee 
how you so interpreted his contacts with you. 

General Reser. I interpreted his contacts with me as being the result 
of that conversation which I have just described in the presence of the 
Senator. In other words, that he was acting with the Senator’s in- 
structions. 

Senator McCieLLan. He was acting under the instructions of Sena- 
tor McCarthy. Did you understand that those instructions were to 
carry with it the force of the committee; that the committee, as such. 
was seeking the appointment, or that it was simply Senator McCarthy 
seeking the appointment for one of his staff members ? 

General Reser. I felt that it was entirely a matter of Senator Mc- 
Carthy, Senator McClellan, and the committee did not enter specifi- 
cally into the case, as far as I recall. 

Senator McC.Let.ian. I wanted to get this record clear, and since the 
first contact was made with you, I wanted to get it in its proper perspec- 
tive as to whether the committee was involved in seeking a direct com- 
mission for Mr. Schine, or if this whole proceedings was one instituted 
by the chairman of the committee as a Senator and in his individual 
right to seek a commission for a member of his staff. Is that the wav 
you interpreted it? : 

General Reser. I interpreted it as being a matter initiated by Sen- 
ator McCarthy, sir, and I know of no committee action as such, 

Senator McCietian. You did not at any time get any impression 
that the committee was taking such action ? ; 

General Reser. No, sir, I cannot say that I did. 
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Senator McC.ettan. Nothing was said to you by either Senator 
McCarthy or Mr. Cohn to indicate that the committee had any special 
interest in it, or was Initiating the action ? 

General Reser. No, Senator McClellan. 

Senator McC.Letian. As to Mr. Cohn then, from there on, as I un- 
derstand you, you interpreted his actions and his contacts with you as 

carrying out the instructions of Senator McCarthy? Or did you 
interpret his actions as being that of his own personal interest ? 

General Reser. | interpreted his action both ways. 

Senator McCue.tzan. As being both, representing Senator Mc- 

Carthy and of his own personal interest ¢ 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCietitan. Did you interpret it as being of his own per 
sonal interest. because of the language and conversations that he had 
with you about it? 

General Reser. No, sir, not because of the language but because 
of the frequency. 

Senator McCietian. Because of the frequency? Was there any 
thing unusual about the frequency with which you were contacted ; 
was It out of the ordinary in cases of this character? 

General Reser. Yes, sir; I received a great Many more calls than 
] normally did in similar cases that came through either individual 
secretaries of Members of Congress or through committee, individuals 
who were on committee staffs. 

Senator McCLettan. Have you had calls heretofore, I want to get 
that clear; have members of committee staffs heretofore called you 
with respect to applications for direct commissions in any branch of 
the Service? Can you recall any others ? 

General Reser. I cannot recall exact. instances, but I believe it is 
fair enough to say that I have received requests of that kind. 

Senator McCLeLttan. That you have received requests of that kind. 
You spoke, | believe, and do you want to give that impression—I got 
that impression, and I want you to clear it up if I am in error—you 
gave the impression that Mr. Schine, when he came down to the Penta- 
gon for the purpose of holding up his hand and you asked him to 
process an application, that he was reluctant to do it and left without 
filling it. out in full so as to give you all the accurate information you 
needed. 

Do you mean » leave that impression ? Is that correct, or am I 
in error? 

General Reser. The impression I intended to leave, Senator Mc- 
Carthy—I mean, excuse me, Senator McClellan—was this: That Mr. 
Schine felt when he came to the Pentagon Building that this business 
of filling out applications and going through the routine processing 
was of no real importance. 

Senator McCLetian. In other words 

Senator Munpr. I am sorry, the time of the Senator has expired. 

Senator Dirksen ? 

Senator Dirksen. General Reber, just two or three very simple 
questions. 

Were any written memoranda exchanged on this matter at any time? 
I noticed that all of these were telephone conversations or personal 
conversations. Were there any data, letters, written memoranda, cov- 
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ering this matter that was then occupying your attention in July of 
1953 ¢ 

General Reser. No written matters by me, Senator Dirksen, except 
a brief penciled series of notes which I made when I first went to 
Senator McCarthy’s office, and then, of course, the biographical sketch 
which Mr. Cohn sent me on the morning of July 9; and then, actually, 
the actual processing of the application was all in writing and with 
the proper forwarding data throughout the official channels of the 
Department of the Army, yes, sir. That is all in writing. 

Senator Dirksen. Do you recall anybody else besides the Senator 
or Mr. Cohn who discussed this matter with you? By that I mean 
members of the committee staff ¢ 

General Reser. No, sir. 

Senator Dirxsen. Insofar as you recall, only the Senator and Mr. 
Cohn discussed this with you ? 

General Reser. Yes, Senator Dirksen. 

Senator Dirksen. One other question. Was all of this conversation 
carried on in good temper and with restraint ¢ 

General Reser. Yes, entirely, sir. 

Senator Dirksen. That is all. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Jackson of Washington. 

Senator Jackson. General Reber, to follow on up on the question 
that you were answering in response to Senator McClellan’s question 
at the conclusion of his interrogation, what was the reaction of Mr. 
Schine to the filling out of the forms? Was he reluctant to fill them 
out or did he want to fill them out that day and be sworn in? I did 
not quite get the import of your testimony. 

General Reser. He apparently, and this is an opinion solely, he 
apparently felt that the business of filling out forms and going through 
with the processing, was an unnecessary routine step. 

Senator Jackson. Did he take the form with him then? 

General Reser. No, he left the form with us the first night. 

Senator Jackson. As I understand it, did he fill out the entire 
form ? 

General Reser. He filled out a considerable portion of it. However, 
he left gaps in the form. 

Senator Jackson. What gaps? 

General Reser. The only one that I remember distinctly now was 
the gap concerning his service with the Army Transport Service. 

Senator Jackson. When did you learn of the committee investiga- 
tion at Fort Monmouth? When did that start, to your knowledge, 
if you know? 

General Reser. In September or October of 1953. 

Senator Jackson. In September—or October of 1953? 

General Reser. I am not exactly certain whether it was September 
or October. 

Senator Jackson. Did you know of an investigation going on at 
Fort Monmouth by the committee at the time of the conversations 
that you had with the various people in connection with this applica- 
tion for a commission by Mr. Schine? 

General Reser. There was no investigation, to my knowledge, going 
on at that time. va 

Senator Jackson. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 
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Senator Munpr. Senator Potter, of Michigan. 

Senator Porrer. General Reber, how long did you serve as Chief of 
the Liaison Division for the Army on Capitol Hill? 

General Reser. I served as Chief, Senator Potter, for 3 years and 
4 months. I served as deputy for approximately 7 years prior to 
that. 

Senator Porrer. So you have been here about 10 years in the Liaison 
Division, is that correct ? 

General Reser. Approximately; yes, sir. 

Senator Porrer. Can you tell bie committee approximately how 
many Members of Congress have asked or made similar requests for 
commissions for persons, either constituents or friends that they might 
have? 

General Reser. Senator Potter, I couldn’t peaeees estimate a num- 
ber of cases that I have been asked to look into with reference to things 
like commissions over the past 10 years. It would be just a very 
rough guess. It is a sizable number. 

Senator Porrer. It is a sizable number? 

General Reser. A sizable number. 

Senator Porrer. It was a part of your duties and responsibilities to 
service such requests, and those requests are not improper, whether 
they come from a Member of Congress or from a citizen in the home 
town or from parents? 

General Reser. No, sir. 

Senator Porrer. Or the individual himself, is that correct ? 

General Reser. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Porrrer. Now, General Reber, I believe you touched on this 
question, but you stated that neither Senator McCarthy nor Mr. Cohn 
intimidated you or threatened you in any way, is that correct? 

General Reser. That is correct, Senator Potter. 

Senator Porrer. Neither by word or by action, is that correct? 

General Reser. That is correct, sir. 

Senator Porrer. You stated, however, that the frequency of Mr. 
Cohn’s calls, you felt, was unusual pressure, is that correct ? 

General Reser. I do, sir. I base that on my 10 years of experience. 

Senator Porrer. It wasn’t the normal action ? 

General Reser. It was more than the normal. 

Senator Porrer. Did you report that activity to any superior officer 
or to the Secretary of the Army ? 

General Reser. I reported the request for a commission, as I stated, 
to both General Hull and to the Secretary of the Army. I made no 
report on the number of telephone calls or various things like that. 
That is something that I personally was responsible for. 

Senator Porrrer. General Reber, isn’t it a normal procedure for a 
person who is seeking a commission to appear before a board of 
officers ? 

General Reser. That is correct, Senator Potter. 

Senator Porrer. Did Mr. Schine appear before such a board? 

General Reser. He appeared before a board of officers in New York. 
He did not appear before a board of officers here in Washington, be- 
cause, as I understand it, there was no necessity for appearing before 
that board because he did not possess the necessary qualific ations of 
experience and background to be commissioned here in Washington. 
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Senator Porrer. In other words, he was deemed ineligible because 
of lack of qualifications without the necessity of going before a board ? 

General Reser. That is correct, Senator Potter. 

Senator Porrer. I think it might be well if you would explain to the 
committee just what is the United States Army Transportation Serv- 
ice. Is that a part of our military branch? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. That is 1 of the 7 technical services of the 
Department of the Army that is charged with the mission of providing 
the necessary transportation of all kinds that the Army needs to con- 
duct its missions both in peacetime and wartime, in the course of 
~~ the necessary supplies, training the necessary personnel and 

arrying on the necessary research and development in the transporta- 
tion field. 

Senator Porrer. Did Mr. Schine, serving with that service, serve 
as a military man? 

General Rerer. I am afraid I didn’t quite understand the question. 

Senator Porrer. Did Mr. Schine, when he served, as I understand, 
with the United States Army Transportation Service, serve as a 
military man ? 

General Reser. No, sir, he did not. He was not in the Army. 

Senator Porrer. And that was one of the bases upon which he was 
not qualified for a commission, is that correct ? 

General Reser. I believe the basis was more: that he was not what 
I would call a junior ship’s officer, and in other words a ship’s officer 
who has gone through the necessary schooling to permit him to navi- 
gate ships. I believe that was it. I am not an expert in that field, 
Senator Potter, but that is my understanding. 

Senator Porrrr. That is all. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Symington, of Missouri. 

Senator Symrneron. General Reber, do I understand from you, 
sir, that all possible steps you knew of were taken in an effort to get 
Mr. Schine a commission ? 

General Reser. All possible steps that I knew of; yes, Senator 
Symington. 

Senator Symrneton. My second question: Do you know on what 
date the Fort Monmouth investigation started ? 

General Reser. I don’t know the exact dates. 

Senator Symineron. Will you submit that for the record ? 

General Reser. I certainly shall, sir. 

Senator Symrneron. I have no further questions. 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. 

General Reber cannot submit that date. The only man who can 
submit that date is the chairman of the committee, myself, and I 
will be glad to submit that date. We did not inform General Reber 
vhen that investigation started. 

Senator Munpt. General Reber may do his best and the chairman 
inay submit his data, and I hope they jibe. 

Senator McCarrny. I think I know when I started. 

Senator Symrneton. May I ask Senator McCarthy if he will submit 
that date to the committee ? 

Senator McCarruy. If the Senator had been with the committee 
on that date, he would know the date. 
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Senator Symineton. | would like to say one thing on that. Iam not 
sure. 

Senator Munpr. Do you have any care to resume? 

Senator Symrneron. I have asked the questions of General Reber 
and made the comments I would like to make. Thank you, Senator. 

Senator DworsHak. General Reber, your testimony indicates that 
you explored all possibilities av: ailable to you in an effort to 
favorable action on the : application of Mr. Se hine. 

General Reser. That, sir, was the intention of my testimony, Sena 
tor. 

Senator DworsHak. Would you be as diligent in other cases or 
applications for a commission in which you knew there was an interest 
on the part of some Member of Congress? 

General Reser. Yes, sir, I think that I would. I don’t believe, 
frankly, that I would have moved quite as fast, because I was re 
ceiving a great many telephone calls. 

Senator Dworsnak. I don’t recall of any particular interest that 
I have had during my congressional service in trying to get a com- 
mission for some constituent or friend, but it would appear to me that 
vou did become very diligent in your efforts to be accommodating, 
you might say, or at least to get favorable action on this particular 
application. 

Sine al Reser. I tried to process the thing as rapidly as I possibly 
could, under the then current regulations of the Department of the 
Army. 

Senator Dworsuax. And you conferred with the various services 
and explored all possible approaches in order to get some action on 
this commission ? 

General Reper. I did to the best of my ability, Senator. 

Senator Dworsuak. That is all. 

Senator Munpr. Under the rules established by the committee, 
after the committee members have each asked the questions that they 
care to under the 10-minute rule, counsel for each side of the dispute 
may have 10 minutes to interrogate the witness. 

Insofar as the chairman is able to determine, when the witness 
appears to be a witness supporting the position of Messrs. Stevens, 
Hensel, and Adams, we will ask the counsel for the Army to proceed 
first, and whenever the witness appears to be somebody supporting 
the position of Senator McCarthy and his two associates, we will ask 
them to appear first. 

Senator McCarruy. It is perfectly agreeable. 

Senator Munpr. Mr. Welch and Mr. St. Clair, you have 10 minutes 
between you. 

Mr. Wetcu. I think I have but three questions for the General. 

Senator Munpr. We cannot hear you. You will have to use those 
microphones, and General Reber will have to speak in the same micro- 
phones. 

Mr. Wetcu. Let us now try a test remark. Am I doing all right? 

Senator Munpr. It is very hard to hear. 

Mr. Wetcu. I must have a soft voice. Will it do now? 

General Reber, I think I have about three questions to ask you. 
Were you acutely aware of Mr. Cohn’s position as counsel for ‘this 
committee in the course of your conversations and contacts with him? 


vet 


=- 








52 SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 


General Reser. I was, Mr. Welch. 

Mr. Wetcu. Did that position occupied by Mr. Cohn increase or 
diminish the interest with which you pursued the problem ? 

General Reser. To the best of my ability, I feel that it increased 
the interest. 

Mr. Wetcu. One more question, sir. Disregarding the word “im- 
proper” influence or pressure, do you recall any instance comparable 
to this in which you were put under great pressure 

General Rener. To the best of my recollection, 1 recall of no in- 
stance under which I was put under greater pressure. 

Mr. We cu. That is all. 

Senator Munpr. Senator McCarthy or Mr. Cohn, or both, you have 
i0 minutes between you. 

Senator McCarrny. I have a few questions, Mr. Chairman. 

General, I am not going to ask you to name the Senators, and I don’t 
want to embarras them, because I think their requests undoubtedly 
were made in completely proper motives, but, roughly, how many re- 
quests have you received from the members ‘of this committee from 
time to time for assignment or for information as to the rights of men 
in the military ? 

Again I say I don’t want you to name the Senators, but roughly all 
told. 

Senator McCretian. Mr. Chairman, if the Senator will permit, I 
insist that he name the Senators and give the number and it will not 
be embarrassing to the Senator from Arkansas. 

Senator Symrnetron. Nor will it be embarrassing to the Senator 
from Missouri. 

Senator McCarrny. I hope this isn’t counting against my 10 min- 
utes, Mr. Chairman. If the Senators want to have the Senator’s 
name, they can ask to have them named and I will not ask to have them 
named. I merely want to get the general picture. If I thought there 
had been improper conduct on the part of the members of this com- 
mittee, I would ask that they be named. I have no indication that 
there was any improper conduct and I am just trying to get the gen- 
eral picture. 

General Reber, did you get my question? ‘The question is how many 
times have members of this committee requested information from 
you as to how to process an application for a commission, how to 
process, for example, a hardship release, what you would call consid- 
eration for a man in the military. 

General Reser. Senator, I would like to be able to answer that 
question specifically. I will have to answer it this way, that I got ap- 
proximately 1,000 cases in my office a week. ‘That is over 10. years, 
that is a lot of cases. 

I know that I have received many, many requests for information of 
all kinds from members of this subcommittee. 

Senator McCarruy. And in some cases you were successful where 
there was a request for a commission, in having a case processed so 
the commission was granted ¢ 

General Reser. That is correct, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. In this case, of Private Schine, he is still a 
private and you were not successful, is that right ? 

General Reser. I was not successful, Senator. 
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Senator McCartny. Now, I wonder if the reporter would read 
back the first question asked of General Reber, and I think you will 
want tocorrect hisanswer. That is the first question asked by counsel. 
That is the very first question. 

Senator Munpr. If you will proceed, we can save some time. 

Senator McCartruy. Without taking the time of the reporter, Mr. 
Reber, you said as of July 8, you were acquainted with Mr. Carr, and 
Mr. Cchn, and McCarthy ? 

General Reser. That is correct, sir. 

Senator McCartny, Now, I would like to refresh your recollection. 
On July 8, Mr. Carr was not with the committee and Mr. Carr was 
head of the FBI subversive group in New York. Is that the correct 
title ? 

Mr. Carr. Yes. 

Senator McCartuy. Did you know him when he was head of that 
subversive group of the FBI in New York? 

General Reser. I did not. 

Senator McCartuy. So then you were mistaken when you say you 
knew Mr. Carr on July 8. 

General Reser. I was mistaken in that respect, yes, sir; I admit 
that frankly. 

Senator McCarruy. Actually the first time you saw Mr. Carr was 
in September when you appeared as a witness before this committee, 
is that not correct ? 

General Reser. That is correct. 

Senator McCarruy. So that you did not know him until Septem- 
ber when you appeared as a witness before this committee? 

General Reser. I believe, I am sure, I received telephone calls 
from him prior to that date, Senator, but I do not know the date of 
those telephone calls. 

Senator McCartuy. About what ? 

General Reser. About various requests from the committee, sir. 

Senator McCarrny. Anything having to do with Mr. Schine? 

General Reser. No, sir. 

Senator McCartuy. Nothing improper about the request, merely 
requests for information ? 

cre Reser. Requests for information for the committee, 
Senator. 

Senator McCartuy. Now, you made the statement that you thought 
that Mr. Carr had contacted some members of your staff. Now that 
is about Mr. Schine. Now that you know Mr. Carr was not with the 
committee on July 8, and he came with the committee some time after 
that, do you still say that Mr. Carr contacted members of your staff 
and if so I want to know upon what you base that statement? 

General Reser. I base that statement on a memorandum which is 
in the files of my office. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you have that memorandum with you? 

General Reser. I do not but I can produce it, Senator. 

Senator McCarrny. Who is the memorandum made by? 

General Reser. By Lt. Col. F. K. Bremmerman, I believe. 

Senator McCartny. You said you thought that Mr. Cohn had used, 
I forget your words, pressure or something to that effect because of 
the number of calls. 








54 SPECIAL INVESTIGATION 


Let me ask you, forgetting about the number of calls, was there 
anything in any one individual call which was different from the 

calls that you got normally from the Hill from the members of the 
staff of the var ious Senators and committees ? 

General Reser. To be absolutely frank, sir, I believe there was 
this difference, that a large number of the calls that I got from 
the Hill merely requested information. These specific calls were 
impressing me with the necessity for speed, and for favorable action. 
So there was that difference. 

Senator McCarrny. Did you ever get any requests before for 
favorable action ? 

General Reser. I did, sin 

Senator McCarrny. You did? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. So was there any difference between the 
Cohn requests and the other requests you got? 

(reneral Reser. There was no difference between Mr. Cohn’s requests 
ind the other requests of the type that you mentioned. However, 
that type of request was only a very small part of the total number 
of requests that I received. 

Senator McCarrny. Then we get down to the number of calls Mr. 
Cohn has made, and he will question you about the number of calls. 
You seem to object to the number of calls. Could I ask you what was 
par for the course? What was the average number of calls you re- 
ceived when you were unsuccessful ? 

General Reser. I will try to answer that question to the best of my 

bility, Senator. 

Frankly, I don’t understand it. But I think you mean how many 
ro would I get in an average case. I would say that in the case 
of a commission, I would probably not get more than 4 or 5 calls, 
unless there was tremendous interest in that particular commission. 

Senator Munpr. I am sorry, the Senator’s time has expired. We 
will go around the table again and come back to you and Mr. Cohn. 

Senator McCarruy. Is my 10 minutes up? 

Senator Munnpr. Yes, it is. 

Does counsel have further questions to ask of the general? 

Mr. Jenxtns. General Reber, I do think it is proper to ask this 
question, and I do not believe it has been asked : 

Does the Army have and did it have as of 1953 or prior thereto, an 
agency set up for the purpose of investigating the infiltration of 
Communists in the Army ? 

General Reser. Absolutely it did, Mr. Jenkins. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was that an active agency during the year 1953? 

General Reser. It was a very active agency. 

Mr. Jenkins. Do you know whether or not that agency in 1953 
had investigated Fort Monmouth ? 

General Reser. I have learned later that Fort Monmouth was in- 
vestigated prior to the summer of 1953. 

Mr. Jenkins. When did Secretary Stevens come into office? 

General Reser. Secretary Stevens came into office in either Feb- 
ruary ore arly March of 1953. 

Mr. Jenxins. Do you know whether or not Secretary Stevens had 
caused his halenihed agency to investigate Fort Monmouth any time 
after he came into office ? 
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General Reser. I know that the Secretary had Fort Monmouth 
very thoroughly investigated in the fall of 1953. I don’t know whether 
he had it investigated prior to that time. 

Mr. Jenkins. Was that after Senator McCarthy had initiated his 
investigation ? 

General Reser. I believe it was, yes, sir; I believe it was. 

Mr. Jenkins. After the Senator had initiated his investigation ? 

General Reser. I believe that is so. 

Mr. Jenxins. Do you know whether or not the investigating agency 
of the Army disc overed the presence of any Communists or those. with 
communistic leanings as a result of its investigation, and in addition 
to the 33 that were uncovered by the McCarthy committee / 

General Reser. I certainly am not trying to duck anything in my 
answer to this question, bnt—— 

Mr. Jenkins. There is no implication that you are ducking. 

General Reser. But I am not personally familiar with the details 
of the Fort Monmouth investigation. 

Mr. Jenkins. I didn’t get your answer. 

General Reser. I am not personally familiar with the details of the 
Fort Monmouth investigation. It started about the time, at least, as 
far as the Army is concerned, it started about the time that I was 
relieved as chief of legislative liaison. 

Mr. Jenxins. If the Army discovered none, no Communists, no per- 
sons with questionable background in 1953, and if the McCarthy com- 
mittee and its staff discovered 33, would you as an Army man con- 
sider that a reflection on the efficiency of the investigating agency of 
the Army ? 

General Reser. Mr. Jenkins, I shall have to answer that as a hypo- 
thetical question, because I don’t 

Mr. Jenkins. Assuming that those things are true. 

General Reser. Assuming those things are true? 

Mr. Jenkins. It is whether or not you would consider it as a reflee- 
tion. 

General Reser. I would say we had been remiss in our very impor- 
tant duty, sir. 

Mr. Jenkins. I understand you to say, General, that the Pentagon, 
you, your office, received approxim: itely 1,000 calls a week from Sen- 
ators, Congressmen, others, in connection with the personnel of the 
Army. 

General Reser. Not a thousand calls, Mr. Jenkins; a thousand cases 
a week in connection with all of the activities of the Army. It didn’t 
involve solely personnel; all of the activities of the Army. 

Mr. Jenkins. How many calls, on the average, a week would you 

say the Army received with respect to some favor or preferential 
treatment, whether a commission or leave of absence or otherwise, of 
anyone in the Army ¢ 

Gener al Reser. Based on my experience, I would say that the Army 
receives very few requests for favors. We get a tremendous number 
of requests for information, a very large volume, but ver y few requests 
for favors. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Chairman, that is all I care to ask. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair has no further questions. I call on 
Senator McClellan, if he has any. 
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Senator McCietian. Just one or two questions. If a Senator or 
Congressman called you with respect to getting a soldier a leave of 
absence to go home on account of illness in the f amily, do you regard 
that as asking for preferential treatment ? 

General Reser. I certainly do not, Senator McClellan. 

Senator McCietian. Do you regard it as asking for preferential 
treatment if an applic ant applies for a direct commission if he has 
the qualifications ¢ 

General Reser. I certainly do not, sir. 

Senator McCie.tan. Is it not his right, as an American citizen, 
to apply for a position in the Army if he possesses the qualifications ¢ 

General Reser. It is his right and privilege and I hope he does it. 

Senator McCie.ian. So as to making applications or as to making 
requests, under many circumstances there is no request for preferential 
treatment; is there? 

General Rezer. No, sir. 

Senator McCie.ttan. There would be no request for preferential 
treatment in this case insofar as the application was concerned for a 
direct commission? ‘That is not a request for preferential treatment ; 
is it? 

General Reser. It is not a request for preferential treatment to 
apply for a direct commission, Senator, no. 

Senator McCietian. But if the applicant fails to possess the requi- 
site qualifications and then someone insists that disregarding those 
lack of qualifications that he be commissioned, that is a request, is it 
not, for preferential treatment ? 

General Rerer. I would consider it a request; yes, sir. 

Senator McCietian. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Dirksen, of Illinois. 

Senator Dirksen. General Reber, only to keep the record straight, 
I asked you a little while ago, when Senator McCarthy, I think, was 
momentarily absent from the room, whether somebody else on the 
staff other than Mr. Cohn had called you with respect to the Schine 
case, and I thought your answer was “No.” 

General Reper. That was my answer, sir, and it is still my answer. 

Senator Dirksen. I noticed in the memorandum that has been filed 
with the committee that Mr. Carr’s name is not mentioned until the 
2d of October. So I wondered about the first question to which you 

responded, whether you had contacts with Mr. Carr as well as with 
others on the Schine case. 

General Reser. As I understood the first question, the first question 
was merely did I know Mr. Carr on July 8. My memory was incorrect 
and I admit it frankly, sir. 

Senator Dirksen. That is all. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Jackson. 

Senator Jackson. Mr. Chairman, just to clarify a point raised 
about when Mr. Carr went to work for the committee, I think it would 
be well to have in the record the date when the announcement was 
made that he was to be the new staff director, and when he formally 
went to work for the committee. 

Senator Munpr. Pardon me. 

Senator Jackson. I do not believe you had the opportunity to hear 
my request, Mr. Chairman. I suggested that in order to keep the 
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record straight that there be submitted the date as to when Mr. Carr 
was appointed, when the announcement was made of his appointment, 
and when he formally went to work for the committee. 

Senator Munpt. May I ask the permanent chairman of the com- 
mittee whether he will submit that for the record ? 

Senator McCarrny. I will be very glad to. 

Senator Potrer. I have no further questions. 

Senator Symineton. I have no further questions. 

Senator DworsHak. I have no further questions. 

Mr. Wetcu. I have nothing further. 

Senator McCarrtny. I have a few further questions. 

Now, General Reber, you said that I had called you, I forget the 
date, I think that you said July 8, just to refresh your recollection. 
Actually, I had not called you. Someone from my staff had called 
you and asked you to drop into the office at your convenience, was that 
not correct ? 

General Reser. That is correct, yes. The word I got was that you 
desired me to come to your office. 

Senator McCartruy. When you came to the office, I told you that 
Mr. Schine felt he was entitled to a commission, and I asked you 
whether or not he was in your opinion, and if so how you would apply 
for it. And you told me you thought that with his background he 
was entitled to a commission, and you told me how he should apply, is 
that correct ? 

General Reser. That is correct, sir. . I did say that; in view of the 
service that I understood him to have for the Army Transportation 
Service in 1946, I thought he was qualified. 

Senater McCartuy. You don’t feel that I was asking for any spe- 
cial consideration for him ¢ 

General Reser. No, sir, I can’t say that you were asking for special 
consideration at that time. 

Senator McCarruy. And I told you that I would be too busy to 
keep contact with this, that Mr. Schine was a very close personal 
friend of Mr. Cohn’s, and that I wished you would have your office 
notify Mr. Cohn of what, if any, progress was made and if Mr. Schine 
was not entitled to a commission I would ask you to notify Mr. Cohn, 
is that correct ? 

General Reser. As I recall it, Senator, you requested that I keep 
Mr. Cohn or my office keep Mr. Cohn posted on the progress of the 
case. 

Senator McCarruy. Now, General, Mr. Welch asked you whether 
or not you were acutely aware of the fact that Mr. Cohn was the chief 
counsel for our committee. Your answer was “Yes”. Will you tell 
us why you were acutely aware of that ? 

General Reser. I know or I knew in general the functions of your 
committee. And I knew that Mr. Cohn that spring had been ap- 
pointed as chief counsel of the committee, and I knew that, as such, he 
would have a great deal, or as I inferred in my own mind that he 
would have a great deal to do with the Army in the course of the 
months in the following meeting. 

Senator McCarrny. Is Sam Reber your brother ? 

General Reser. Yes, sir. 
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Senator McCarruy. Now, did anything about Sam Reber’s activi- 
ties make you acutely aware of the fact that Mr. Cohn was chief 
counsel ? 

General Reser. No, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. Do you know that Mr. Sam Reber was the 
superior to Mr. Kaghan, who Mr. Cohn and Mr. Schine were sent to 
Europe by me to inspect the libraries, that your brother, Mr. Sam 
Reber repeatedly made attacks upon them and that your brother, Mr. 
Sam Reber, appointed a man to shadow them throughout Europe and 
keep the press Informed as to where they were going and where they 
were stopping ? 

Were you aware of that at the time you were making this great 
effort to get consideration as you say for Mr. Schine? 

Mr. Jenxrns. Mr. Chairman, please, General, do not answer that 
at this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I must object to the question and any answer thereto, 
on the grounds that any answer elicited will be wholly irrelevant to 
the issues. 

Senator McCarrny. If I eannot show bias, Mr. Chairman, and 
prejudice on the part of a witness, then that is in violation of every 
rule of law that I know of. 

Mr. Jenkins, may I say I have a great deal of respect for your ability 

\ lawyer, and I think that you are trying to do a completely fair 
‘ob he ‘re, and the mere fact that you and I may differ on some rules of 
law certainly will not be interpreted by me as any bias on your part. 
But this general has been before the committee before, and he has been 
before us when I tried to get him to give us information about those 
who covered up Communists in Government, the first contact with Mr. 
Carr. And may I finish, Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Munpr. Speak to the point of order. 

Senator McCarriry. May I say his statement that he felt that Mr. 
Cohn was using improper pressure, and his statement that Mr. Cohn 
was doing it under my instructions, in my opinion is completely false, 
and I think that I am entitled to show motive on the part of this 
witness. 

Let me say this: I realize the normal feelings which a man has for 
his brother, and I don’t attribute any evil motives on his part. After 
the trip to Europe in which his brother made vicious attacks upon 
Mr. Schine and Mr. Cohn, I may say we had no knowledge of the 
relationship. When Mr. Reber came to my office and I discussed the 
question of whether or not Mr. Schine was entitled to a commission, 
und Mr. Reber said he was entitled to one 

Senator McCre.tian. That is testimony. 

Senator McCarruy. May I finish my statement ? 

Senator McCretian. You are giving testimony. I have a right to 
object at any time. 

Senator McCarruy. Don’t object in the middle of my question. 
Let me state my position. 

Senator McCrexian. I do not want you testifying; there are a lot 
of facts here unless you want fo take the witness stand, and I do not 
mind your saying it under oath. 

Senator McCarrny. I have asked the witness a question and that 
was objected to, and I am making the position now that I am entitled 
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to ask the question to show motive on the part of this witness. I 
restate, Mr. Jenkins, and may I say that I know that the very able 
counsel, Mr. Jenkins, did not come into this case until late, and he 
does not know that I had a great deal of trouble with this particular 
witness both before this committee and in instructions that he gave 
witnesses in New York, and I want to go into all of those matters 
to show motive. 

Senator Munpr. Then, the Chair will listen to counsel. 

Mr. Jenkins. It is my opinion that Senator McCarthy has a right 
to ask of this witness any statement designed or calculated to show 
a motive on his part to color or distort his testimony, but not to make 
a statement of fact as the Senator was doing. If he will put his 
statements in the form of questions, then undoubtedly he has a right 
to show a motive on the part of any witness to speak, but with all 
due deference to the Senator he was not doing that, and he was mak 
ing statements of fact. That is the basis of my objection. 

Senator McCarrny. I think perhaps counsel’s objection is well 
taken. 

Senator Munpr. You can ask questions then. 

Senator McCarruy. I think perhaps counsel’s objection is well 
taken, and I will rephrase the question. 

Senator Munpr. We will proceed in order. 

Senator McCarrny. General, at the time that you were processing 
the application of this young man, Schine, for a commission, were 
you aware of the fact that he had had a very unpleasant experience 
with your brother who was the Acting High Commissioner in Ger 
many ¢ 

General Reser. I was not aware, Senator, of any specific experience 
with my brother. I knew that Mr. Cohn and Mr. Schine had had 
specific difficulties with the Department of State during their trip to 
Europe in the spring of 1953 but I was not aware of any specific 
difficulty with my brother. 

Senator McCartruy. You, of course, knew that your brother was 
the Acting Commissioner of Germany at that time? 

General Reser. I did, sir. 

Senator McCartnuy. And had you read the newspaper stories about 
the statements that your brother, Sam Reber, had made about Mr. 
Cohn and Mr. Schine? 

General Reser. I do not, to the best of my ability, recall seeing any 
specific statement attributed to my brother in the newspapers about 
Mr. Cohn and Mr. Schine. 

Senator McCarruy. From your brother’s office, then ? 

General Reser. I do recall statements, yes, from the Office of the 
High Commissioner. 

Senator Munpr. The Senator’s time has again expired, so we will 
have to go around the table. Do you have any further questions, Mr. 
Counsel ? 

Mr. Jenkins. No more. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair has none. 

Senator McClellan ? 

Senator McCientiAn. No questions. 

Senator Munpr. Anybody on this side? Anybody on this side? 

You have another 10 minutes. I am sorry, Mr. Welch. 
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Mr. Wexcu. I have none at this moment. 

Senator McCarruy. General, when you were called to our office 
and when you had this great success in helping promote Schine to the 
extent that he is a private, don’t you think that you should have at 
least told me about the fact that you were the brother of the man who 
has all this difficulty with Mr. Cohn and Mr. Schine, if I can use the 
word ? 

General Reser. Senator McCarthy, if I had had the slightest idea 
at that time that any difficulty that Mr. Cohn and Mr. Schine had had 
with my brother would have affected my actions in this case, I cer- 
tainly would have told you. I did not have the slightest idea at that 
time, and I have not had that idea up until the present moment, that 
difliculties with the High Commission in Germany would in any way 
affect my conduct of the processing of Mr. Schine’s request for a com- 
mission. 

Senator McCarrny. Would it in any way affect your testimony, do 
you think? 

General Reser. It certainly would not affect my testimony. 

Senator McCarruy. Just to recap your testimony, if I may, I under- 
stand your testimony is this: That you were called to my office, that 
I asked you whether or not this man was entitled to a commission 
because of his background in having had, what you would call an 
assimilated commission in the Army, his experience as an investigator. 

At that time you told me you thought he would be entitled to a 
commission. Later you discovered that in your opinion he was not 
entitled to one. So as far as you were concerned, Private Schine has 
received no special consideration as far as a commision is concerned 4 

General Reser. I would like to say first, Senator, that 1 based my 
statement in our office, that he appeared that he might get a commis- 
sion, on the information that was furnished me at that time, which to 
the best of my recollection was that Mr. Schine had served as a junior 
ship’s officer. Mr. Schine did not so serve. If he had served, as I 
understand the regulations, he might have been commissioned. 

Senator McCarruy. In any event, you discovered later he was not 
entitled to a commission ¢ 

General Reser. That is correct, sir. 

Senator McCarruy. And did not get a commission ? 

General Reser. He did not. 

Senator McCarruy. He is still a private? 

General Reser. Yes, he is. 

Senator McCarruy. Have you seen the reports in the press to the 
effect that he was denied admission to certain schools because he had 
been previously connected with this committee? 

General Reser. I have seen numerous stories in the press. I believe 
I have seen a story somewhat to that effect, Senator. 

Senator McCarrny. So that if that story is true, this would be 
rather rank discrimination against a man because he had worked with 
this committee ? 

General Reser. I should have to answer that entirely as a hypo- 
thetical question. If that story was true, it would certainly indicate 
that he was not receiving special consideration. 

Senator McCarruy. In other words, we both saw the story in the 
press, and neither you nor I know whether that is true or false, the 
story that he was denied consideration to which he would otherwise 
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be entitled, because he had been connected with the committee. If 
that story is true, that would mean instead of getting special con- 
sideration, he was discriminated against because of his connection 
with the committee? 

General Reser. Yes; as a purely hypothetical question, if that 
story is true, it would indicate that he was being discriminated 
against. 

Senator McCarrny. General 

Mr. Chairman, I am again addressing myself to the question of 
motive. I want to make it clear I am not trying to indicate any evil 
intent upon the part of this general at all. 1 do think I must go into 
the question of motives. 

General, you were before this committee a number of times, is that 
right, when I was chairman? 

‘Gener al Reser. I actually only testified, Senator McCarthy, once— 
on the 8th of September 1953. I did, in my capacity as chief of the 
legislative liaison, furnish your committee a great deal of informa- 
tion from time to time. 

Senator McCartuy. At that time we asked you—as I recall, I 
repeated the question a number of times—asked you whether or not 
you felt that the committee should be entitled to the names of in- 
dividuals in the Pentagon who had protected and covered up Com- 
munists. At that time I had diffic ‘ulty getting an answer from you on 
that. 

I ask you this question today because I am firmly convinced the 
reason we are here spending our time on the question of whether or not 
Private Schine received special consideration is because we are get- 
ting close to the nerve center in the Pentagon of the old civilian politi- 
cians over the past 10 or 20 years who have covered up. I want to 
ask you today whether or not you feel that this committee, when we 
get through with this television show, should be entitled to get the 
names of those, for example, who received the cases of individuals who 
had been suspended from Fort Monmouth. I am not speaking of the 
33 suspensions during our investigation. I am speaking of suspen- 
sions made long before that, over the past 5, 6, or 7 years, by compe- 
tent commanding officers—I believe the figure was 35, I am not sure 
by different commanding officers, who were found unfit by the First 
Army Loyalty Board because of Communist background. They ap- 
plied to a screening board or an appees board or a loyalty board, 
I don’t know what you would call it, in the Pentagon; and of the 
35, 33 

Senator Munpr. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Senator McCarruy. Can I finish this question, Mr. Chairman ? 

Senator Munpr. You have a right to conclude a sentence after your 
time has expired, so proceed. 

Senator McCarruy. Of the 35, 33 were ordered reinstated, ordered 
back to Fort Monmouth to secret and other classified radar work. 

The question that I had asked then and that I ask now—— 

Senator Munpr. The Senator’s time has expired. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Chairman? 

Senator Munpr. Counsel? 

Mr. Jenkrns. Counsel for the committee objects to the question and 
any answer thereto on these grounds: The Senator’s question is argu- 
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mentative. It contains statements of fact. It would not elicit any 
information pertinent to this inquiry, including any motive on the 
part of this witness to swear falsely or to distort his testimony. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair is inclined to uphold the objection, un- 
less the members of the committee feel otherwise. Time has expired. 
Counsel, have you any other questions ? 

Mr. Jenkins. No, sir. 

Senator JAcKson. Was the objection sustained ? 

Senator Munpr. The objection was sustained. 

Mr. Jenkins. No other questions. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair has no other questions. Senator Mc- 
Clellan ? 

Senator McCietian. No questions. 

Senator Munpr. Senator Potter? 

Senator Porrer. No questions. 

Senator Symineron. General Reber, how long have you been in 
the Army ? 

General Reser. Thirty-five years. 

Senator Syminctron. When did you go into the Army? 

General Rerer. I went into the Army on the 13th of June 1919 when 
I entered the Military Academy at West Point. 

Senator Symineton. Are you a graduate of West Point ? 

General Reper. Yes, sir. 

Senator Symineton. Did you take an oath when you—— 

Senator McCarrny. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. The Chair 
upheld the objection to my question and I did not appeal from that 
decision of the Chair, and if that question of mine is improper, 
although I disagreed, then these questions about the date that Reber 
was born and when he went into the Army and what his education 
was are equally unimportant to this issue. The question of when he 
came into the Army cannot determine this issue in any way. 

Senator Munpr. The Chair desires to hear from committee counsel 
on the objection. 

Mr. Jenkins. Mr. Chairman, it is my opinion that the questions 
now being asked by Senator Symington are proper in that they elicit 
from the witness information as to his experience in the Army and 
his knowledge of the Army, and of the machinery of the various 
agencies of the Army, and they go to the question of his ability and 
fitness and peculiar knowledge to speak of the matters about which 
he has testified, and it is my opinion that the questions are proper. 

Senator Symrneron. General Reber, did you graduate from West 
Point ? 

Senator Munpr. The Chair will decide on the counsel of the com 
mittee that the questions are proper in the absence of being overruled 
by the committee. 

Senator Syminocron. I want to apologize for not asking the ques 
tions in proper legal fashion, but I am not a lawyer and I have no 
legal training. 

General Reser. I did, Senator Symington, in June of 1923 

Senator Syminecton. When you went into the Army in the begin- 
ning, you took an oath, did you not! 

General Reser. I certainly did. 

Senator Symincron. Did you remember how the oath goes? 
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General Reser. To support the Constitution against all enemies 
whomsoever. 

Senator SyMincron. Now you are under oath at this time, are you 
not ¢ 

General Reser. | am what? 

Senator SYMINGTON. You are under oath. 

General Reser. I definitely am under oath. 

Senator Symincron. Would you in any way have acted against 
Private Schine or anybody else bec: ause of an \ influ rence that had been 
given you by your brother, or would you have acted in accordance 
with the oath you took when you went into the Army at all times? 

General Reper. I would have acted entirely in accordance with 
the oath that I took, and have upheld ever since, Senator. 

Senator Symrineron. I have no further questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Senator Munpr. Are there any other questions ? 

Mr. Wetcu. No. 

Senator Mu - May the Chair inquire of Senator McCarthy, in 
the interest of knowing whether we can complete this witness at this 
session, us we would like to sdioas h soon, whether you would need more 
than another 10 minutes to — lude ? 

Senator McCarruy. Mr. Chairman, I don’t know. Frankly, I 
am going to accede to my chief counsel, Mr. Cohn, and he tells me 
he thinks the questioning will not take : any more than 10 minutes. I 
assume that he will cover the ground that I would normally cover, 
and I am inclined to think 10 minutes might be sufficient. 

Senator Munpr. What would you think. Mr. Cohn: could you con 
clude in 10 minutes / 

Mr. Coun. I am sure we can, Senator Mundt. 

Senator McCrietutan. Mr. Chairman, I move we recess until 2 
o'clock or 2:30. or whatever the scheduled time i 

Senator Munpr. It is 2:30. 

Senator McCLeELLAN. | have withheld asking several questions be- 
cause I was trving to conclude but if we are going to continue, | 
could well anticipate there will be other questions and we will not be 
able to conclude with the witness. 

I suggest, and | do not move, but | suggest, that we recess now. 

Senator Munpr. What is the pleasure of the committee ? 

Senator Porrer. If Mr. Cohn concludes in 10 minutes, I would pre- 
fer to stay and conclude the witness. 

Senator Munpt. May the Chair inquire of Mr. Cohn, if we could 
have assurance that at the end of 10 minutes you would complete the 
interrogation so that we could dismiss the witness, otherwise we can 
recess ¢ 

Mr. Conn. I would say this: If it is very important to the committee 
or another witness. I could do it, but I do have a considerable number 
of questions, and in all honesty 1 would like to ask and it might run 
over 10 minutes, and I feel J could not give that assurance. If the 
committee wants me to, I will. 

Senator Munpr. May the Chair announce that we have permission 
from the Senate to sit this afternoon and we will meet at 2:30 and 
General Reber will be the first witness, and Mr. Cohn will be the first 
interrogator. 

(Whereupon, at 12:40 p. m. a recess was taken until 2:30 p. m. 
the same day.) 

























APPENDIX 


SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 
No. 1 


At the close of an executive meeting of the Senate Committee on Government 
Operations on July 16, 1953, Senator Joe McCarthy, chairman, introduced Mr. 
Francis P. Carr and announced his appointment as the executive director of the 
Senate Permanent Subcommittee on Investigations, of which Senator McCarthy 
is also chairman. 

Mr. Francis P. Carr was sworn in as executive director of the Senate Perma- 
nent Subcommittee on Investigations on July 16, 1953. 
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